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PART I: 


PRIVACY ACT 

NSF publishes notice of systems of records 43097 

DOT proposes implementation policies and procedures 43037 

FOOD STAMPS 

USDA/FNS extends eligibility of SSI recipients until 


tions at time of application for other public or general 
assistance; effective 9-19-75 . 43017 


IN VITRO DIAGNOSTIC PRODUCTS FOR HUMAN 
USE 

HEW/FDA requests d8ta on products to be used in 
antirubella antibody tests; submissions by 12-17-75 43045 

COFFEE 

Treasury/Customs deletes requirements for certificates 
of origin and reexport; effective 9-18-75 ..„ 43026 

WITHDRAWAL Of APPROVAL OF MORTGAGEES 

HUD Secretary delegates authority to newly established 
Mortgagee Review Board; effective 9-12-75 _ _ 43026 

CONTINUED INSIDE 

PART II: 

FEDERAL ELECTIONS 

FEC publishes requests for advisory opinions; comments 
by 9-28-75 ..^.-- -- - _ _ 43165 

PART III: 

AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN 

Labor establishes work incentive program policies and 
procedures ..... 43169 

PART IV: 

AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN 

HEW/SRS establishes work incentive program policies 
and procedures __ ______ 43181 

PART V: 

PRIVACY ACT 

EPA issues notice of systems of records 


43193 























reminders 

(The Korns in this list were editorially compiled ss an t4d to Pcmkal Rrcfwrm users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list hue no 
legal dgnifloanoe. Since this list is intended as a reminder, it does not jacUido effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication) 


Dally List of Public Laws 
NOTE: No acts approved by the Presi¬ 
dent were received by the Office of the 
Federal Register for inclusion in today's 
UST OF PUBUC LAWS. 
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ATTENTION: Questions, corrections, or requests for information regarding the contents of this issue only may 
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dial 202-523-5022. 
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY 

ACT 

IRS proposes definitions of '‘multiemployer plan” and 
••plan administrator"; comments by 10-20-75. 43034 

CAPE FUR SEAL SKINS 

Commerce/NOAA sets final agenda for proceeding on 
waiver of import moratorium ...... _ .... 43040 

IMPORTS 

Treasury/CS amends rules on articles assembled abroad 
with U.S. components; effective 10-20-75 __... 43021 

COTTON TEXTILES FROM BRAZIL 

CITA sets import levels; effective 10-1-75 . . 43051 

TEXTILES PRODUCED IN KOREA 

CiTA announces changes in visas for certain imported 

$u:ts and trousers ....... 43052 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

ICC issues a proposal on residential and redelivered 

shipments- --„-- -- 43038 


MEETINGS— 

CRC: Arkansas State Advisory Committee. 10-6-75 43051 

West Virginia State Advisory Committee. 10-10-75 43051 

Commerce/Census: Advisory Committee on Agriculture 

Statistics. 10-23 and 10-24-75 _ _ 43045 

DOD: Intelligence Agency Scientific Advisory Commit¬ 
tee. 10-8 and 10-9-75 ..._ 43042 

DOT/NHTSA: Public, meeting on air brake systems. 

10-29 through 10-31-75 _ __ 43049 

HEW/OE: Advisory Council on Financial Aid to Stu¬ 
dents. 11-6 and 11-7-75 ____ 43048 

HRA: Cooperative Health Statistics Advisory Com¬ 
mittee, 10-16 and 10-17-75 __ 43048 

Interior/BLM: Arizona Multiple Use Advisory Board, 

10-28 and 10-29-75 ___ 43042 

Utah State Advisory Board, 10-6 and 10-7-75 _ 43042 

Idaho Falls District Advisory Board, 10-2-75 .. 43043 

Vale District Multiple Use Advisory Board. 10-14 

through 10-16-75 .. . .... 43043 

NRC: Third Water Reactor Safety Research Information 

Meeting, 10-1 and 10-2-75.,.. ___ _ 43099 

USDA/FS: Condor Advisory Committee, 10-20-75 43044 

Rock Creek Advisory Committee, 10-28-75™ 43044 

SEC: Report Coordinating Group (advisory). 10-1-75 43100 

CANCELLED MEETING— 

OMB: Commission on Federal Paperwork, 9-18-75 .... 43099 


AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 

Rules 

Almonds grown In Calif...... 43018 

Oranges grown In Arte, and Calif. . 43018 
Proposed Rules 

Prunes (fresh) grown In desig¬ 
nated counties in Wash, and in 
Umatilla County. Oreg _ 43036 


AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 
See Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice; Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation; Food and Nutri¬ 
tion Service; Forest Service; 
Soil Conservation Service. 


CENSUS BUREAU 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Census Advisory Committee on 

Agriculture Statistics_ 43045 

Voting Rights Act determi¬ 
nations; language minority 

groups- 43044 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

Notices 

Hrarinffs . etc: 

International Air Transport As¬ 
sociation (2 documents) _ 43050 


CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 

Notices 


Meetings, State advisory commit¬ 
tees: 

Arkansas 

West Vir ginia ‘ 


COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

Bureau: National 
Atoosphertc Ad * 


43051 

43051 


contents 


COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION 
OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 
Notices 

Cotton textiles, import restric¬ 


tions: 

Brazil. Republic of .. 43051 

Man-made textiles, import re¬ 
strictions: 

Korea, Republic of__ . 43052 


CUSTOMS SERVICE 
Rules 

Articles conditionally free; sub¬ 
ject to reduced rate, etc.: 

Articles assembled abroad with 
fabricated U.S. components.. 43021 
Liquidated damages: 

Coffee imports and exports: 
discontinuance of certificate 


requirements _ 43026 

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Intelligence Agency Scientific 

Advisory Committee_ 43042 

Privacy Act; systems of records; 
correction ___ 43042 


DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION 
Notices 

Hearings: 

Applications for approval of 
certain projects. ... 43056 

EDUCATION OFFICE 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Advisory Council on Financial 
Aid to Students_ 43048 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Notices 

Environmental statements; avail¬ 
ability of agency comments_ 43052 

Privacy Act; systems of records.. 43193 

FEOERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Airworthiness directives: 

Boeing_ 43019 

Standard instrument approach 

procedures_ 43020 

Transition areas (2 documents).. 43019. 

43020 

Proposed Rules 

Jet routes_ 43036 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

FM broadcast stations; table of as¬ 
signments: 

Oregon --- 43028 

Proposed Rules 

Local government and manufac¬ 
turers radio services: 

Telemetry and remote control 
operations; availability of 
splinter frequencies; correc¬ 
tion _ 43037 

Noncommercial educational 
broadcasting licenses; applica¬ 
tions and policies; extension of 
time _ 43038 

Specialty stations and specialty 
format programming; defini¬ 
tions; extension of time_ 43038 

Television broadcast stations; 
table of assignments; 

Arkansas_ 43038 
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CONTENTS 


Notices 

Common carrier service*; domestic 
public radio sendee* : 

Information; applications ac¬ 
cepted for filing_- 43057 

Hearings, etc.: 

Gross Telecasting, Inc_ 43059 

Radio Cicero, Inc- 43060 

FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 
Notices 

Winter wheat In N. Dak.; closing 
date extension for 1975 crop 
year applications_ 43044 

FEDERAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Disaster areas: 

Ohio_ 43048 

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
Notices 

Advisory opinion requests-43165 

FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

National flood insurance program: 
Aransas County, Tex.; change* 
in base flood elevation deter¬ 
minations _ 43027 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 
Notices 

Gas exploration, development, and 
production; accounting and rate 
treatment of advances; oral 

argument-— 43093 

Hearings, etc.: 

Appalachian Power Co- 43060 

Arkansas-Mlssouri Power Co— 43060 
Arkansas Power and Light Co.. 43060 

Aztec Oil & Gas Co- 43063 

Boston Edison Co- 43064 

California Co- 43064 

Central Telephone k Utilities 

Corp. .___._ 43065 

Clinton Oil Co., et al- 43065 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co. (3 

documents > _ 43065. 43066 

Columbia Gas Transmission 
Corp. and Columbia Gulf 

Transmission Co - 43066 

Consolidated Edison Co. of New 

York. Inc., et al- 43067 

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp... 43067 
Dorchester Gas Producing Co— 43067 

Duke Power Co- 43068 

Eastern Shore Natural Gas Co. 

(3 documents)- 43068. 43069 

Florida Power & Light Co- 43069 

Georgia Power Co_ 43069 

Getty Oil Co., et al. (2 docu¬ 
ments)_-_—_ 43069. 43072 

Green Mountain Power Corp— 43075 

Interstate Power Co- 43075 

Michigan Consolidated Gas Co. 43076 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line 

Co., et al. (2 document*)-43076. 

43077 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of 

America- 43077 

NEPOOL Executive Committee. 43077 
Northeast Blanco Development 
Corp., et al- 43078 


Northern Natural Gas Co- 43078 

Ohio Edison Co.. 43079 

Pacific Gas and Electric Co- 43079 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 

Co. 43079 

Phillip* Petroleum Co- 43080 

South Georgia Natural Gas Co. 43080 

Southern Natural Gas Co-- 43080 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co—_ 43081 

Toledo Edison Co_ 43081 

Transcontinental Oas Pipe Line 
Corp. (2 documents) — 43081. 43082 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., et aL 
(2 documents)- 43083, 43086 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 
Notices 

Applications etc.: 

Banks of Iowa. Inc- 43095 

Citizens Bancorp_ 43095 

First Banc Group, Inc_ 43095 

Marine Midland Banks. Inc... 43096 

SWB Corp. 43096 

Stanley Bancshares. Inc- 43096 

FISCAL SERVICE 
Notices 

Surety companies acceptable on 
Federal bonds: 

Alaska Pacific Assurance Co- 43042 

American Southern Insurance 
Co... 43042 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Rules 

Hunting: 

Bombay Hook National Wildlife 
Refuge. Del. (2 documents).. 43029 
BriganUno National Wildlife 


Refuge. N-J_ 43030 

Kofa Game Range. Ariz_ 43030 


National Elk Refuge, Wyo. 43032 

Prime Hook National Wildlife 
Refuge, Del (2 documents).. 43030 
Shiawassee National Wildlife 

Refuge, Mich_ 43032 

Tamarac National Wildlife Ref¬ 
uge. Minn_ 43030 

Upper Souris National Wildlife 
Refuge. N. Dak..._ 43032 

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

In vitro diagnostic products for 
human use; requests for data on 
products to be used in antiru¬ 
bella antibody test*- 43045 

FOOD AND NUTRITION SERVICE 

Rules 

Food 8tamp program: 

Outreach program; affidavit re¬ 
quirement _ 43017 

Supplemental security income 
recipients; extension of eligi¬ 
bility _ 43017 

FOREST SERVICE 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Condor Advisory Committee... 43044 
Rock Creek Advisory Commit¬ 
tee . 43044 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
Proposed Rules 

Outer Continental Shelf oil and 
gaa development plans; provi¬ 
sion for State consideration; 
correction _ 43036 

GOVERNMENT NATIONAL MORTGAGE 
ASSOCIATION 
Rules 

Organization and functions: 
Attorncys-in-fact; list, addi¬ 
tion* and deletions - 43027 

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See Education Office, Food and 
Drug Administration; Health 
Resource* Administration: 
Health Services Administration; 

Social and Rehabilitation Serv¬ 
ice. 

HEALTH RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Cooperative Health Statistics 

Advisory Committee _ 43048 

Nursing Research and Education 
Advisory Committee and Na¬ 
tional Advisory Public Health 
Training Council; filing of an¬ 
nual reports _ 43048 

HEALTH SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

National Advisory Council on 
Health Manpower Shortage 
Areas, et al; filing of annual 
report* _ 43047 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

See also Federal Disaster Assist¬ 
ance Administration; Federal 
Insurance Administration; In¬ 
terstate Land Sales Registration 
Office. 

Rules 

Mortgagee Review Board; estab¬ 
lishment _ __.......___ 43026 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

See also Fish and Wildlife Service; 
Geological Survey; Land Man¬ 
agement Bureau. 

Notices 

Bes-Pak & Co.; proposed cancella¬ 
tion. termination, and debar¬ 
ment of contracts - 43043 

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 
Proposed Rules 

Income taxes : 

Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act of 1974: multi- 
employer plan and plan ad¬ 
ministrator, definitions - 43034 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Proposed Rules 

Motor carriers: Investigation of 
charges for residential and re- 
delivered shipments- 4303* 
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CONTENTS 


Notices 

Ai ndonment of services: 
r^uisvtlle & Nashville (2 docu¬ 
ments) - 43132 

Union Pacific Railroad Co _ 43134 

Car service exemptions, manda¬ 
tory (2 documents) _ 43132, 43133 

H a ring assignments-43130 

Motor carrier, broker, water car¬ 
rier, and freight forwarder ap¬ 
plications - 43103 

Motor carriers: 

Irregular route property’ car¬ 
riers; gateway elimination_43117 

Transfer proceedings (2 docu¬ 
ments) _ 43133 

Rerouting of traffic: 

Central Railroad Company of 

New Jersey - 43131 

Reading Co _ 43133 


MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE 
Notices 

Clearance of reports; list of re¬ 


quests ___43100 

Meetings: 

Commission on Federal Paper¬ 
work _ 43099 


MATERIALS TRANSPORTATION BUREAU 

Notices 

Buckeye Pipe Line Co.; grant of 
waiver- 43049 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Air brake systems_ 43049 


INTERSTATE LAND SALES REGISTRATION 

OFFICE 

Notices 

Land developers: investigatory 
healings, orders of suspen¬ 
sion. etc.: 

Indian Acres of Thornburg_ 43048 


NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed Rules 

Marine mammal protection: 

Waiver of moratorium on im¬ 
portation; final agenda_ 43040 


LABOR DEPARTMENT 
Ser also Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration. 

Rules 

Work incentive programs for 
AFDC recipients; policies _ 43169 

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 

Rules 

Public land orders: 

California *_._ 43028 

Idaho_ 43028 

Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Wyoming__ 43043 

Meetings: 

Arizona Multiple Use Advisory 

Board_ 43042 

Idaho Falls District Advisory 

Board- <3043 

Utah State Advisory Board _ _ 43042 

Vale District Multiple Use Ad¬ 
visory Board. 43043 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
Notices 

Privacy Act; systems of records.. 43097 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY 
BOARD 

Notices 

Safety recommendations to Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration 
and responses; availability _ 43097 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Duquesne Light Co. et al . 43097 

Nebraska Public Power District- 43099 

Pacific Gas & Electric Co.— _ 43098 

Rochester Gas & Electric Corp.. 43098 
Virginia Electric & Power Co_. 43098 
Meetings: 

Third Water Reactor Safety Re¬ 
search Information.. _ 43099 


OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Approval of 8tate standards: 

Alaska _ 43101 

Oregon - 43102 

POSTAL RATE COMMISSION 

Rules 

Planning and Operations Office; 
establishment __ 43033 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

SEC Report Coordinating 


Group- 43100 

Hearings , etc.: 

San Juan Diary, Inc_43100 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

APCO Capital Corp...43101 

Disaster areas: 

New York_43101 

North Dakota_ 43101 

SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICE 

Rules 

Work incentive programs for 
AFDC recipients; policies_43181 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 
Notices 


Environmental statements on wa¬ 
tershed projects; availability, 
etc.: 

Lyons Creek, Kansas_ 43044 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

Sec also Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration; Materials Transpor¬ 
tation Bureau; National High¬ 
way Traffic Safety Administra¬ 
tion. 

Proposed Rules 

Privacy Act of 1974; maintenance 
of and access to records pertain¬ 
ing to individuals_ 43037 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

See Customs Service; Fiscal Serv¬ 
ice; Internal Revenue Service. 
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list of cfr ports affected 


Tba following numerical guide 1% a list of tho parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published In today's 
laeue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second Issue of the month- 

A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the and of each month. The guide llsti the parts and sections effected 
by documents published since the revision date of each title. 


7 CFR 

270 . 43017 

271 _ 43017 

908 43018 

981_43018 

Proposed Rules: 

924_ 43036 

14 CFR 

39_ 43019 

71 (2 documents)-43019.43020 

97_ 43020 

Proposed Rules: 

75_ 43036 

19 CFR 

10_43021 

172_43026 

24 CFR 

25 _ 43026 

300_ 43027 

1916.. 43027 


26 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

i _ 

_ 43034 

29 CFR 

56... 

_ 43170 

57 _ _ _ 

_ 43170 

58 .. 

_ 43170 

30 CFR 

• 

Proposed Rules: 

_ 

_ 43036 

39 CFR 

3002 .... 

. 43033 

43 CFR 

Public Land Orders: 

5523_____ 

_ 43028 

55371_ 

_ 43028 


45 CFR 

220 _ 43182 

224 - 43182 

233 . 43182 

47 CFR 

73 _43028 

Proposed Rules: 

2 _ 43037 

73 (3 documents) - 43038 

49 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

10 _43037 

1307_ 43038 

50 CFR 

32 (10 documents)_ 43029-43032 

Proposed Rules: 

216_ 43040 
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—SEPTEMBER 


The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during September. 


1 CFR 

410. 42306 


3 CFR 

Pt OCLAMATXONS: 


4313 (See EO 11878)- 42731 

4385 . 41989 

4386 _I -— - .-.41991 

4387 . —. . 42165 

4388 - 42167 

4389 _ 42169 

4390 _ 42315 

4391 _ 42725 

4392 _ 42727 

4393 _ 42729 

4394 . 42849 


Executive Orders: 

April 18. 1908 (Revoked In part by 

PLO 5528)_ 42362 

July 2. 1910 (Revoked in part by 

PLO 5512).. 40162 

(Revoked In pert by PLO 

5517) _ 40814 

1959 (Revoked In part by PLO 

5515 ) _ 40811 

6583 (Revoked in part by PLO 

5536 . 42553 

7595 (Revoked in part by PLO 

5515 ) . 40811 

8649 (Revoked In part by PLO 

5534 ) . 42552 

8780 (Revoked In part by PLO 
5534 ) . 42552 

11803 'Amended by EO 118T6>.„_ 42731 

11804 (See EO 11878)_ 42731 

11861 (Amended by EO 11877).. 40797 
11864 (Superseded by EO 11877). 40797 


11876 - 40501 

11877 . 40797 

11878 . 42731 


Memorandums: 

Memorandum of August 17. 1975.. 40139 
4 CFR 

Phopoced Rules: 

410—..41801 


5 CFR 

1 ! >1~. — 42733 

213 - 41755. 41993. 42427. 42733-42734 

338 - 42734 

J 10 - 42734 

- 42734 

772. 42734 


7 CFR 

2 .__ 

25 _' 

25 A_ 

29_ 

180 _ 

210 _ 

215_ 

220 _ 

225_ 

246_ 

250_ 

270 _ 

271 _ 


►.41085.41993 

..42171 

- 42171 

- 42527 

- 42851 

- 42735 

-- 42735 

- 42735 

- 42735 

- 42735 

- 42735 

- 42736, 43017 

- 43017 


7 CFR—Continued 

364 ....— 41513 

725 - 41513 

90S- 42317. 42318 

908 - 40505.40815. 41855. 42171.43018 

910 - 41088. 42319 

915 . 41993 

919 _ 41994 

927 _ 42851 

932 . 41994 

944 .._. 42529 

945 - 42530 

946 . 42530 

981 _ 43018 

989.. 40141 

993 .-... 42530 

1421 . 41087 

1434 . 41087 

1801 . 42178 

1822 .. . 42178. 42736 

1832 _ 42320 

1842 . ..42179 

1843 . 42179 


Proposed Rules: 


51- 40523 

201. 40524 

906- 42888, 42887 

910_ 40528 

924_ 43036 

927..r._42023 

931_ 40170 

948_ 40528 

906. 42887 

982. 40838 

989. 40842 

1046_ 40843. 42023 

1250_ 42888 

1430..-. 42364 

1464- 41530 

8 CFR 

103- 42852 

341. 42532 


9 CFR 

54 -:_ 40505, 42739 

73 . 42179 

78 - 41516 

91 - 40506 

112 - .41994 

113 .— .41088. 41994 

317 _ 42852 

381 . 42337 

Proposed Rules: 

113 - 41139 

317 - 41139 

319 . 41139 


10 CFR 

20 - 42557 

37 - 42558 

50 - 40816 

73 - 42558 

204 - 42338 

205 - 40141 

210 - 40818 

211 - 40821 

212 - 40142, 40818, 40821. 40824 

213 - 40143 


10 CFR—Continued 

Rulings: 

1975-9 _ 

1975-10 .. 

1975-11. . 

1975-12 . 

1975-13— . 

1975-14 .. 

1975-15 _ 

1975-18 .. 

Proposed Rules: 

206 _ 

213 . 


... 40826 
... 40826 
.. 40827 
.. 40828 
„ 40831 
.. 40833 
„ 40832 
.. 40834 


.. 42448 

— 42578 


11 CFR 

Ch. I . 40668 

Proposed Rules: 

113-41932 

12 CFR 

213.... 40506 

215.. 40506 

523__41755,41996 

544. __ 42853 

545 -- 41756, 42853 

563 .....41997 

603-- 40454 

701___41090 

703..41997 

760----41998 

Proposed Rules: 

9___ 40859 

202_42030 

208—__ 40857 

337--40548.41530 

341... 40856 

561. 42371 

563 .. 42371. 42898 

564 __42371 

569a..42371 

871----42? 71 


13 CFR 

123 .. 42180 


14 CFR 


37 - 42183 

39 - 41090- 

41092. 41519. 42180. 42339, 42739, 
42741,42854. 43019 

71 . 41520, 

41998, 42180. 42340-42342. 42740, 
42741.43019.43020 

73 . 41092 

95 . 42181 

97 - 41092.42342, 43020 

121—.—.. 42183, 42185 

171 _ 41093 

241 - 42855 

298 - 42855 

372a .—.. 42741 

378a .—.. 41093 


Proposed Rules: 


Ch. I- 42754 

39.. 41143. 41537. 42023 

67- 42024 

71- 42025. 42364-42366 

75.. 42756, 43036 

885- 40816 
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15 CFR 


21 CFR 


24 CFR—Continued 


371_ 

377. 

903_ 

Proposed Rules 

80_42209 

16 CFR 

4_ 40780 

13. 40143- 

40154. 40508. 41071- 41081, 41756- 
41758. 42201-42203. 42742 

259_ 42003 

1116_ 42004 

Proposed Rules: 

445. 42757 

453 _ 42212, 42371 

454 _41144 

1014_ 42025 

1207_42562 

17 CFR 

17 _41117 

18 . 41117 

146_41056 

200_ 40512 

201... 42186 

240.. 40512, 41520. 42343 

249_40512,41521 

270_ 41759. 42862 

Proposed Rules: 

210_ 40550 

230 _ 40555 

231 ..-..42212 

239 _42212 

240 . 40858. 41808. 42212. 42219. 42905 

241 . 42212 

249_ 40858 

259 . - 42212 

270_ 40555, 41818. 42757 

18 CFR 

1 _42005 

2 . 41760. 42005 

157_41769 

Proposed Rules: 

35. 42029 

164_ 41539 

157_41539 

201_ 41539 

260 _41539 


19 CFR 

10 

--- _ 43021 

112 

_ _ _ — 41084 

148_ 

172 

. .41084 

_ _ _ 43026 

Proposed 

12 

Rules: 

_ 41118 

201 

40173 

210 — 

.. .40173 
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of wfikh are 
Veyed to and codified In the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U S.C. 1520. 

The Code of Faderal Regulations Is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new bocks are listed In the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER Issue of each month. 


Title 7—Agriculture 

CHAPTER II—FOOD AND NUTRITION 
SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SlinCKAPTER C—FOOD STAMP PROGRAM 
(Arndt. No. 651 

PART 270—GENERAL INFORMATION 
AND DEFINITIONS 


Outreach Program 


On June 20, 1975. there was published 
In the Federal Register (40 FR 26042), 
a notice of proposed rulemaking to r evise 
Pood Stamp Program Regulations, 7 CFR 
Part 270. The proposed amendment is 
for the purpose of requiring that the 
person who is applying for federally aided 
public assistance or general assistance 
will also be provided at the same time 
with the opportunity of applying for 
participation in the Food Stamp Pro¬ 
gram. Interested parties were given 30 
days in which to submit written com¬ 
ments, suggestions, or objectives regard¬ 
ing the proposed amendment. 

There were 19 comments received on 
the proposed amendment—16 In favor. 
The comments were received from two 
8tate Governors, three State welfare 
commissioners, nine State and county 
Agencies and five community action or¬ 
ganizations. Opposition to the proposed 
amendment centered mainly around the 
difference in the definition of "prompt 
action*' between those applicable pro¬ 
grams administered nationally by the 
US. Department of Health. Education 
and Welfare and the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. 

The majority of the comments received 
were favorable. After careful considera¬ 
tion. it has been determined to adopt the 
amendment as proposed. Adoption of this 
an.L-ndinent is in accord with the Stipu¬ 
lation and Order recently issued by the 
U.S. District Court (D. Minn.) In an 
action styled as Bennett v. Bute. 

Accordingly, 5 270.2(a) of Part 270 of 
Chapter n. Title 7, Code of Federal Reg¬ 
ulations, is amended by adding at the 
end thereof a new sentence. The new sen¬ 
tence reads as follows: 

§ 270.2 Definitions. 


. ' ' ' If the affidavit is not so il 

eluded it shall be furnished along wfi 

such application. 


• • • • • 

(78 SUA. 703. ee amended; 7 UAC. 2011-2626) 

Effective date. This amendment *h*P 
effective September 19, 1975. 


(Catalog of Fed end Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
grams No 10.551. Notional Archives Reference 
Service) 

Dated: September 12 , 1975. 

Richard L Feltner. 
Assistant Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75 24818 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am) 


| AMDT, No. 671 

PART 271—PARTICIPATION OF STATE 
AGENCIES AND ELIGIBLE HOUSEHOLDS 

Pursuant to the authority contained in 
the Food Stomp Act of 1964, as amended 
(78 Stat. 703, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 2011- 
2026), regulations governing the opera¬ 
tion of the Food Stamp Program are 
hereby amended. 

Public Law 94-44. approved June 28. 
1975. amended Public Law 93-233 to ex¬ 
tend the eligibility of certain Supple¬ 
mental Security Income recipients for 
food stamps through June 30, 1976. 

By letter dated July 2, 1975, the De¬ 
partment was informed by Secretary 
Weinberger of the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare that recipients of 
SSI in Wisconsin would become eligible to 
participate in the Food Stamp Program 
effective September 1,1975, because their 
State no longer elects to cash-out food 
stamps. Secretary Weinberger had previ¬ 
ously determined by letters dated on 
January 25, 1974 and September 26, 1974. 
that Wisconsin met the cash-out criteria. 

Subsequently, by court order of July 28. 
1975, in Elliot . et aL v. Weinberger, et al. t 
E D. Wisconsin Civil Action No. 75-C- 
360, this determination was ordered dis¬ 
continued effective July 2, 1975. By the 
terms of that order. SSI recipients may 
qualify for food stamps beginning Sep¬ 
tember 1, 1975, and will also receive 
credits against food stamp purchase re¬ 
quirements for benefits not received In 
July and August. 

In view of <1) the fact that the amend¬ 
ment reflects statutory provisions and the 
determination of the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare mode there¬ 
under, (2) the court order, and (3) the 
need for Issuing the amendment Immedi¬ 
ately. It is hereby determined that It is 
unnecessary and contrary to the public 
interest to give notice of proposed rule- 
making with respect to the amendment. 

Accordingly. Part 271 of Chapter n. 
Title 7, Code of Federal Regulations, is 
amended as follows: 


§271.10 1 Amended] 

In 9 271.10. paragraphs (a) and <c><l> 
( 1 ) are revised to read as follows: 

(a) Notwithstanding any other provi¬ 
sions of tills subchapter, recipients of 
supplemental security Income (SSI) pay¬ 
ments shall be treated according to the 
provisions of this section for purposes of 
determining eligibility for and certifica¬ 
tion in the program. The provisions of 
this section will expire June 30, 1976. 


(c) Food stamp eligibility of SSI re¬ 
cipients—il) Ineligible SSI recipients. 
(1) No 861 recipient shall be considered a 
household member or an elderly person 
for Food Stamp Program purposes if he 
resides in the 8 tates of California, Mas¬ 
sachusetts, Nevada (only applies to aged 
and blind) or New York. The Secretary 
of Health, Education and Welfare has 
determined, pursuant to the provisions 
of Public Law 93-233. as amended, that 
such States provide State supplementary 
payments which have been specifically 
increased to Include the value of bonus 
food coupons. For administrative pur¬ 
poses, no SSI recipient residing in Wis¬ 
consin shall be considered a household 
member or an elderly person for Food 
Stamp Program purposes through Au¬ 
gust 31.1975. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this subpart governing put¬ 
ting amendments into effect, effective 
September 1 , 1975. the eligibility of an 
SSI recipient residing in Wisconsin to 
participiate in the Food Stamp Program 
shall be determined In accordance with 
subparagraph 2 of this paragraph (c). 
SSI recipients in Wisconsin who choose to 
participate in the Food Stamp Program 
after September 1. 1975, shall receive 
credits against food stamp purchase re¬ 
quirements if they received SSI benefits 
in July or August 1975. These credits 
shall be in the amount of $10 per person 
for each of those two months during 
which SSI benefits were received. 

(78 8tat. 703, as amended: 7 UJS.C. 2011-2026) 

Effective elate. This amendment shall 
become effective September 19, 1975. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
grams No. 10.551, NaUonal Archives Refer¬ 
ence Services) 

Dated: September 12,1975. 

Richard L. Feltner, 
Assistant Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75-24817 Filed 9-17-75;8:45 am) 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET¬ 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS: FRUITS, VEGE¬ 
TABLES, NUTS). DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

(Valencia Orange Regulation 616J 

PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES GROWN 
IN ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART 
OF CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

This regulation fixe* the quantity of 
California-Arizona Valencia orange* 
that may be shipped to fresh market 
during the weekly regulation period 
Sept 19*25, 1975. It Is Issued pursuant to 
tiie Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937. as amended, and Marketing 
Order No. 908. The quantity of Valencia 
oranges so fixed was arrived at after 
consideration of the totitf available sup¬ 
ply of Valencia oranges, the quantity of 
Valencia oranges currently available for 
market, the fresh market demand for 
Valencia oranges. Valencia orange prices, 
and the relationship of season average 
returns to the parity price for Valencia 
oranges. 

§ 908.816 Valencia Orange Regulation 
516. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 908. as amended (7 CFR Part 
908), regulating the handling of Valen¬ 
cia oranges grown in Arizona and dea- 
ignated part of California, effective un¬ 
der the applicable provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U 8 .C. 001-674), 
and upon the basis of the recommenda¬ 
tions and Information submitted by the 
Valencia Orange Administrative Com¬ 
mittee, established under the said 
amended marketing agreement and or¬ 
der. and upon other available Informa¬ 
tion, it is hereby found that the limita¬ 
tion of handling of such Valencia 
oranges, as hereinafter provided, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the Act. 

(2) The need for this regulation to 
limit the respective quantities of Valen¬ 
cia oranges that may be marketed from 
District 1, District 2. and District 3 dur¬ 
ing the ensuing week stems from the pro¬ 
duction and marketing situation con¬ 
fronting the Valencia orange industry. 

(1) The committee has submitted its 
recommendation with respect to the 
quantities of Valencia oranges that 
should be marketed during the next suc¬ 
ceeding week. Such recommendation, 
designed to provide equity of marketing 
opportunity to handlers In all districts, 
resulted from consideration of the factors 
enumerated in the order. The committee 
further reports that the fresh market 
demand for Valencia oranges continues 
to be good. Prices f.oi>. averaged $3.67 
per carton on a reported sales volume of 
695.000 cartons last week, compared with 
an average f.o.b. price of $3.76 per car¬ 
ton and sales of 650.000 cartons a week 
earlier. Track and rolling supplies at 369 
cars were up 20 cars from last week. 


(ii) Having considered the recom¬ 
mendation and information submitted by 
the committee, and other available In¬ 
formation, the Secretary finds that the 
respective quantities of Valencia oranges 
which may be handled should be fixed 
as hereinafter set forth. 

(3) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage In public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
553 ) because the time intervening be¬ 
tween the date when information upon 
which this regulation is based became 
available and the time when this regula¬ 
tion must become effective in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act 
Is insufficient, and a reasonable time Is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi¬ 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open meet¬ 
ing during the current week, after giving 
due notice thereof, to consider supply 
and market conditions for Valencia or¬ 
anges and the need for regulation; in¬ 
terested persons were afforded an oppor¬ 
tunity to submit information and views at 
this meting; the recommendation and 
supporting information for regulation 
during the period specified herein were 
promptly submitted to the Department 
after such meeting was held; the pro¬ 
visions of this regulation. Including its 
effective time, are identical with the 
aforesaid recommendation of the com¬ 
mittee and information concerning such 
provisions and effective time has been 
disseminated among handlers of such 
Valencia oranges; it is necessary, in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act, to make this regulation effective dur¬ 
ing the period herein specified: and com¬ 
pliance with this regulation will not re¬ 
quire any special preparation on the part 
of persons subject hereto which cannot 
be completed on or before the effective 
date hereof. Such committee meeting 
was held on September 16. 1975. 

(b) Order . (1) The respective quanti¬ 
ties of Valencia oranges grown In Ari¬ 
zona and designated part of California 
which may bo handled during the period 
September 19. 1975, through Septem¬ 
ber 25, 1975, are hereby fixed as follows: 
<i> District 1: 248,000 cartons; 

(ii) District 2: 552,000 cartons; 

(ill) District 3: "Unlimited move¬ 
ment," 

(2) As used in this section, "handled", 
‘'District 1", "District 2", "District 3", 
and "carton" have the same meaning as 
when used in said amended marketing 
agreement and order. (Secs. 1-19, 48 
Slat. 31, as amended; 7 U. 8 .C. 601-674) 
Dated: September 17,1975. 

Charles R. B rader. 

Deputy Director , Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division , Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

|FR Doc 75-96118 Piled 9-17-75; 11:16 am] 


PART 981—ALMONDS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA 


Expenses of the Almond Control Board, and 

Rate of Assessment, for the 1975-76 

Crop Year 

Notice of proposed expenses of the Al¬ 
mond Control Board, and rate of assess¬ 
ment. for the 1975-76 crop year was pub¬ 
lished in the August 18. 1975, issue of the 
Federal Register (40 FR 346051. Thu 
action is pursuant to H 981.80 and 981 81 
of the marketing agreement, as amended, 
and Order No. 981. as amended <7 CFR 
Part 981; 40 FR 4416). regulating the 
handling of almonds grown In California. 
The amended marketing agreement and 
order arc effective under the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 UJ3.C. 601-674). 

The notice afforded interested persons 
an opportunity to submit written data, 
views, or arguments with respect to the 
proposal. None were received. 

Tiie proposal was based on a unani¬ 
mous recommendation of the Almond 
Control Board. Expenses of the Almond 
Control Board for the 1975-76 crop year 
were proposed at $3,524,100. The assess¬ 
ment rate was proposed at 2.18 cents per 
pound of almonds (kernel weight basis). 

It was also proposed that unexpended 
assessment funds in excess of* expenses 
Incurred during the 1974-75 crop year 
ended June 30. 1975. be retained In an 
operating reserve. This is in accordance 
with applicable provisions of H 981.80 
and 981.81. 

After consideration of all relevant mat¬ 
ter presented, Including that in the no¬ 
tice. the Information and recommen¬ 
dation submitted by the Almond Control 
Board, and other available information, 
it is found that Subpart—Budget of Ex¬ 
penses and Rate of Assessment shall be 
amended. 

It Is further found that good cause 
exists for not postponing the effective 
time of this action until 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Recisttr (5 
U.S.C. 553) in that: 

(1) The relevant provisions of said 
marketing agreement and this part re¬ 
quire that the rate of assessment fixed 
for a particular crop year shall be appli¬ 
cable to all almonds received by handler? 
for their own accounts during such crop 
year; and ( 2 ) the current crop year be¬ 
gan July 1. 1975. and the rate of assess¬ 
ment herein fixed will automatically ap¬ 
ply to all such almonds beginning with 
that date. 

Subpart—Budget of Expenses and Rate 
of Assessment Is amended as follows: 


§981.324 (Kon.ovcdl 

1 . Section 981.324 is removed 

2. Section 981.325 is added to read as 
follows: 


§981.325 F.xptnw, of the Control 
Hiiartl and rale of oaacaimwnl for U* 
1975-76 crop year. 

(a) Expenses. Expenses In the onim^ 
of $3,524,100 are reasonable and likely w 
be Incurred by the Control Board durlnf 
the crop year beginning July 1. WS. j 
Its maintenance and functioning ana w 
such purposes m the Secretary may. 
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pursuant to the provisions of this part, 
determine to be appropriate. 

<b) Rate of assessment. The rate of 
assessment for said crop year, payable by 
ea^h handler In accordance with I 981.81. 
less any amount credited pursuant to 
} 931.41 but not to exceed 2 cents per 
pound of almonds (kernel weight basis), 
is fixed at 2.18 cents per pound of 
almonds (kernel weight basis). 

ic> Unexpended assessment funds in 
excess of expenses incurred during the 
crop year ended June 30, 1975, shall be 
retained In an operating reserve fund In 
accordance with applicable provisions of 
15 981.80 and 981.81. 

{Sees. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, an amended; 7 U- 8 .C. 

601-074) 

Dated: September 15. 1975. 

Floyt> P. Hedluwd. 

Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division . 

(FR Doc.75-349!8 Filed 9-17-76:8:45 am] 


Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I— FEOERAL AVIATION ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION. DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

(Docket No 75-NW-10-AD; Arndt 39-23711 
PART 39 —AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 
Boeing Model 747 Series Airplanes 

A proposal to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to include 
an airworthiness directive requiring 
modification and Inspection of certain 
flap components on Boeing Model 747 
series airplanes was published in 40 FR 
24914. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate In the mak¬ 
ing of the amendment. Comments were 
received from operators and the manu¬ 
facturer requesting the lubrication re¬ 
quirements be deleted from the AD since 
maintenance is primarily the operators' 
responsibility. They requested the repeti¬ 
tive inspection and lubrication period be 
act at a minimum of 400 flights. The 
operators additionally requested an ex¬ 
tension to 800 flights before replacement 
of the stop bolts. Service experience has 
indicated a direct correlation between in¬ 
spection and lubrication of the flap sys¬ 
tem and flap malfunction. Accordingly, 
the FA A does not concur with either of 
these comments since there have been 
reported Instances of roller seizures and 
bolt failures at less than these intervals. 
Some operators requested permission to 
dispatch with a seized roller, providing 
Proper inspection of all fore flap fittings 
and lubrication of the tracks Is accom¬ 
plished before each flight. The FAA con¬ 
curs with this proposal, and a provision 
has been made in the rule to permit an 
airplane to continue in service for no 
more than 10 flights following such In¬ 
spection and lubrication. Finally, a re¬ 
quest was made to use operators average 
^eet time to determine the number of 
w«hts on an aircraft. The FAA has no 
objection and has Incorporated this pro¬ 
vision into the rule. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
UM5 oy the Administrator (31 FR 13697). 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

4 39,13 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions Is amended by adding the follow¬ 
ing new airworthiness directive: 

Bon no: Applies to all Boeing Model 747 
series airplanes certificated In all cate¬ 
gories. Compliance required aa Indicated 
unless already accomplished. 

TO prevent fore flap separations, accom¬ 
plish the following: 

A. Within the next 100 flights after the 
effective date of this AD. unless accomplished 
within the last 200 flights, and at intervals 
thereafter not to exceed 350 flights: 

1. Inspect ail fore flap track airload rollers 
for freedom of movement, and Inspect up¬ 
per and lower surfaces of the tracks and 
rollers for evidence of sliding. Inspect and 
lubricate rollers In accordance with pro¬ 
cedures described In Boeing Service Bulletin 
747-57-2107 dated November 3, 1972, or later 
PAA approved revisions, or the Boeing 747 
Maintenance Manual. Replace any seized 
roll era before further flight unless, upon 
Inspection: 

(a) The fittings attaching the fore flap to 
tho sequence carriage are found free of 
cracks. 

(b) The exposed surfaces of the fore flap 
tracks are found free of galling. 

(c) The flap Is found free of any evidence 
of binding or racking. 

If (a)-(c) are accomplished the airplane 
may continue in service for a maximum of 
10 flights before the seized rollers ore re¬ 
placed. provided the fore flap tracks are 
lubricated prior to each flight. 

2. Inspect the attach (sequence) fittings of 
the inboard trailing edge fore flap (P/N 
65B39025-1 and -2 opposite, or 65B39025-3 
or 05BO2O15-1 and -2 opposite inboard fit¬ 
ting) for cracks in accordance with Boeing 
Service Bulletins 747-57-2119, Revision 2, 
dated June 20. 1975, and 747-57-2088. Re¬ 
vision 2. dated Juno 30. 1975, or later FAA 
approved revisions, or in a manner approved 
by the Chief. Engineering and Manufactur¬ 
ing Branch. FAA Northwest Region. Replace 
any cracked fittings before further flight. 

3. Inspect tho outboard fore flap inboard 
carriage frame for cracks In accordance with 
Boeing Service Bulletin 747-57-2126, Revi¬ 
sion 2. or later FAA approved revisions, or In 
a manner approved by the Chief. Engineering 
and Manufacturing Branch. FAA Northwest 
Region. Parts found cracked which are 
within the limits of Figure 1. Part III of 
Boeing Service Bulletin 747-67-2126. may be 
repaired In accordance therewith and reln- 
Bpccted at intervals not to exceed 40 land¬ 
ings. If cracks exceed the limits given in 
Boeing Service Bulletin 747-57-2126. replace 
the fitting before further flight. 

B. Unless already accomplished, within the 
next 350 flights after the effective date of 
this AD: 

Remove the existing steel bolts attaching 
the fore flap carriage stop to ths flap tracks 
on the outboard flaps and Install new bolts 
with sealant In accordance with Boeing Serv¬ 
ice Bulletin 747-67-2128. Revision I. dated 
April 25. 1976. or later FAA approved re¬ 
visions. 

C. 1. Inspections required under paragraph 
A2 may revert to the normal inspection 
interval upon installation of the redesigned 
fittings specified in Boeing Service Bulletin 
747-57-2119. Revision 2, dated June 20. 1975. 
or later FAA approved revisions. 

2. Inspections required under paragraph A3 
may revert to the normal Inspection interval 
upon installation of the redesigned fitting in 
accordance with Boeing Service Bulletin 747- 
57-3120. or fitting P/N 56B17196-4. or a later 
FAA approved part. 

D. Upon request of the operator, an FAA 
maintenance inspector, subject to prior ap¬ 
proval of the Chief, Engineering and Manu¬ 
facturing Branch, FAA Northwest Region, 
may adjust the repetitive inspection inter- 
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rala specified in this AD to permit compli¬ 
ance at an established Inspection period of 
the operator, If the request contains substan¬ 
tiating data to Justify the adjustment period. 
Fleet average flight time may be used to cal¬ 
culate the number of flights. 

The manufacturer's specifications and pro¬ 
cedures Identified and described in this di¬ 
rective are incorporated herein and made o 
port hereof pursuant to 5 U-S.C. 562(a)(1). 

All persona affected by this directive who 
have not already received these documents 
from the manufacturer may obtain ooplee 
upon request to Boetng Commercial Airplane 
Company. P.O. Box 3707, Seattle. Washington 
98124. The documents may also be examined 
at FAA Northwest Region. 9010 East Marginal 
Way South. Seattle. Washington. 

This amendment becomes effective 
October 24. 1975. 

This amendment Is mode under the 
authority of sections313(a>, 601. and 603 
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
UB.C. 1354(a), 1421, and 1423) and of 
section 6 (c) of the Department of Trans¬ 
portation Act (49 UJS.C. 1655(0). 

Issued in Seattle, Washington. Sep¬ 
tember 10. 1975. 

C. B. Walk. Jr„ 

Director, 

Northwest Region . 

Note: The Incorporation by reference 
provisions In the document were ap¬ 
proved by the Director of the Federal 
Register on June 19. 1967. 

(FR Doc.75-24779 Filed 9-17-75;8:45 am) 


(Alntpaca Docket No. 75-RM-21] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS. AREA LOW ROUTES. CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration of Transition Area 
On June 27. 1975, a Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (40 FR 27244) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administration 
was considering an amendment to Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
that would alter the transition area at 
Rock Springs. Wyoming. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
in which to submit written comments, 
suggestions or objections. No objections 
have been received and the proposed 
amendment is hereby adopted without 
change. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
be effective 0901 G.m.t.. December 4. 
1975. 

This amendment is issued under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, 
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)). and of section 6 (c) 
of the Department of Transportation Act 
(49 U. 8 .C. 1655(c)). 

Issued In Aurora. Colorado, on Sep¬ 
tember 18. 1975. 

M. M. Martin, 
Director . 

Rocky Mountain Region. 

In Federal Aviation Regulation $ 71.- 
181 (40 FR 441) the description of the 
Rock Springs, Wyoming 700 foot transi¬ 
tion area, as amended by Docket 75-PM- 
II (40 FR 23724) is further amended to 
read as follows: 

That alrxpoc* extending upward from 700 
feet above the outface within a 116 mile 
rad lua of the Rock Spring*-Sweet water 
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County Airport (latitude 41 *35'45” N.» longi¬ 
tude 109*04*00” \V ). within 9.5 mllm north 
and 4.5 mites south of the 090* and 270* 
bearings from the Thayer LOM (latitude 
41*35*49” N.. longitude 100*58 09** W ) ex¬ 
tending from the li ft mile radius area to 
18.5 miles east of the Thayer IOM and from 
the 11.5 mile radius area to 20.5 miles west 
of the Thayer LOM: and within one mile 
north and 6 miles south of the Rock Springs 
VORTAC 102* radial extending from the 11.5 
mile radius area to 18 5 miles east of the 
VORTAC. 

[FR Doc.75-24781 Filed 9-17-75; 8:45 omJ 


I Airspace Docket No. 75-CE-fi) 

PART 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES. CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation, Alteration and Revocation of 
Transition Area 

On Pare 32320 of the Federal Register 
dated August 1. 1975. the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration published a Rulo 
amending Section 71.181 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations which extended a 
1200-foot floor controlled airspace to 
cover the entire States of Kansas and 
Nebraska. As a part of that rule making 
action the Valentine. Sidney, and Ogal- 
lala, Nebraska. 1200-foot floor transition 
areas were Inadvertently revoked in their 
entirety. The transition area designa¬ 
tions at these three locations contained 
small areas of 1200-foot floor controlled 
airspace in either South Dakota or Colo¬ 
rado. These areas are necessary to pro¬ 
vide controlled airspace to protect air¬ 
craft executing the affected instrument 
approach procedures. Accordingly, action 
Is taken herein to redesignate transition 
areas at Ogallnla. Sidney, and Valentine, 
Nebraska, so as to include the Colorado 
and South Dakota 1200-foot floor air¬ 
space. 

Since this amendment corrects on 
error and Is clarifying In nature, it im¬ 
poses no additional burden on any per¬ 
sons, notice and public procedure hereon 
are unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing the 
1200-foot floor designations previously 
deleted at Valentine. Sidney, and Ogalla- 
la. Nebraska, as set forth in Airspace 
Docket No. 75-CE-6, are herein redes¬ 
ignated to read as follows: 

In § 71.181 (40 FR 441) the following 
transition areas are amended to read: 

Ooallala. Nebraska 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface wttbln an 8.5 mile 
radius of the Searie Airport (latitude 41*07*- 
00” N.. longitude 101*46*00*' W ); and that 
airspace within the state of Colorado ex¬ 
tending upward from 1.200 feet above the 
surface within 9-5 miles south and 4.5 miles 
north of the 252* bearing from the airport 
extending to 18.5 miles west. 

SsuvKT. Nxhoaska 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 10-mile radius 
of Sidney Municipal Airport (latitude 4i ‘05*- 
55” N, longitude 102*58*56*' W.); within 5 
miles NE and 8 miles SW of the Sidney 
VORTAC 321* radial, extending from the 10- 
mile radius area to 12 miles NW of the 
VORTAC; and that airspace In the state of 


Colorado extending upward from 1.300 feet 
above the surface within 5 miles SW and 8 
miles NK of the Sidney VORTAC 138* radial, 
extending from the VORTAC to 12 miles 
southeast of the VORTAC. 

Vaucktmvx, Njcuxaska 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 9-mile radius 
of the Miller Field Airport (latitude 42*51*- 
25” N„ longitude 100*33'60” W ); and that 
airspace In the state of South Dakota extend¬ 
ing upward from 1.200 feet above the surface 
within 5 miles each side of the 325* bearing 
from the Miller Field Airport within 12 miles 
northwest of the airport. 

These amendments arc made under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348), 
and of section 6(c) of the Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1611 
<c>). 

# 

Issued In Kansas City, on September 
3, 1975. 

C. R. Melvotn, Jr., % 
Dfrecfor, 
Central Region. 

|Fit Doc.75-24780 Piled 9-17-76:8:46 am| 

[Docket No. 14977; Arndt. No. 98fl| 

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH PROCEDURES 

Rocont Changes and Additions 

This amendment to Part 97 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations Incorporates by 
reference therein changes and additions 
to the Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures iSIAPs) that were recently 
adopted by the Administrator to promote 
safety at the airports concerned. 

The complete SIAPs for the changes 
and additions covered by this amend¬ 
ment are described in FAA Forms 8260-3, 
8260-4. or 8260-5 and made a part of the 
public rule making dockets of the FAA 
in accordance with the procedures set 
forth In Amendment No. 97-696 (35 FR 
5609). 

SIAPs are available for examination 
at the Rules Docket and at the National 
Flight Data Center. Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. 800 Independence Avenue. 
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20591. Copies of 
SIAPs adopted in a particular region are 
also available for examination at the 
headquarters of that region. Individual 
copies of SIAPs may be purchased from 
the PAA Public Information Center, AIS- 
230. 800 Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington. D.C. 20591 or from the ap¬ 
plicable FAA regional office in accord¬ 
ance with the fee schedule prescribed In 
49 CFR 7.85. This fee is payable in ad¬ 
vance and may be paid by check, draft, 
or postal money order paynble to the 
Treasurer of the United Slates. A weekly 
transmittal of all SIAP changes and ad¬ 
ditions may be obtained by subscription 
at an annual rate of $150.00 per annum 
from the Superintendent of Documents, 
U S. Government Printing Office, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20402. Additional copies 
mailed to the same address may be 
ordered for $30.00 each. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this amendment, 
1 And that further notice and public pro¬ 


cedure hereon Is impracticable and good 
cause exists for making it effective in 
less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
97 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
Is amended as follows, effective on the 
dates specified: 

1. Section 97.23 Is amended by originat¬ 
ing, amending, or canceling the following 
VOR-VOR/DME SIAPs, effective Oclo- 
her 30. 1975. 

Charlotte, MI—Fitch H. Beach Arpt., VOR 
Rwy 30. Arndt. 3. 

Evansvlilc. IN—Evansville Dress Regional 
Arpt., VOR Rwy 4. Arndt. 7, Canceled. 
Evansville. IN —Evansville Dress Regional 
Arpt., VOR-B. Orlg. 

Flrrbaugh, CA—Fire ban gh Arpt.. VOR/D?>r&- 
A, Orlg. 

Frankfort, Hr—Frankfort Arpt., VOR Rwy 27, 
Arndt. 1. 

Gallatin. TN—Gallatin Municipal Arpt., 
VOR/DME-A. Arndt. 2. 

Jackson, MS—Allen c. Thompson Field, VOR 
Rwy 15R(TAC) Arndt. 3. 

Litchfield. MN—Litchfield Municipal Arpt., 
VOR Rwy 16. Orlg. 

Litchfield. MN—Litchfield Municipal Arpt., 
VOR Rwy 33. Arndt. 1. 

Pell City. AL—St. Clair County Arpt., VOR- 
A. Arndt. 3. 


2. Section 97.25 is amended by originat¬ 
ing, amending, or canceling the follow¬ 
ing SDF-LOC-LDA SIAPs. effective Oc¬ 
tober 30. 1975. 

Grant Junction, CO—Walker Field. LOC Ray 
11. Orlg. 

Jefferson City. MO—Jefferson City Memorial 
Arpt., 8DF Rwy 30, Arndt. 3. 

. . . effective October 23. 1975. 

New Orleans, LA—New Orleans Int*l (Molsant 
Field), LOC(BC) Rwy 28. Amdt. 6. 

. . . effective October 2. 1975. 

Son Diego, CA—Otllespl© Field. LOC-D. 
Amdt. 1. 


3. Section 97.27 is amended by origi¬ 
nating. amending, or canceling the fol¬ 
lowing NDB/ADF SIAPs, effective Octo¬ 
ber 30. 1975. 

Jefferson City, MO — Jefferson City Memorial 
Arpt.. NDB Rwy 30. Amdt. 2. 

Orand Junction. CO—Walker Field, NDB Rwy 
11, Amdt. 13. 

. . . effective October 23. 1975. 

Block River Falls, WT—Block River Falla Area 
Arpt.. NDB Rwy 20. Orlg. 

4. Section 97.29 is amended by origi¬ 
nating, amending, pr canceling the fol¬ 
lowing ILS SIAPs, effective October JO, 
1975. 

Columbia. 80—Columbia Metropolitan Arpt.. 
ILS Rwy 11. Amdt. 7. 

Grand Junction. CO—Walker Field, ILS Rwy 
11. Amdt. 6. 

. . . effective October 2. 1975. 

Boston. MA—Gen. Edward Lawrence Log*n 
Inti Arpt., ILS Rwy 33L, Amdt 11. 

Mt. Vernon. IL—Mt. Vernon-Outiand Arpt, 
ILS Rwy 23. Orlg. ^ _ 

Raleigh. NO—Raleigh-Durham Arpt . HJJ uwj 
23. Orlg. 

Correction: In Docket No. 
Amendment 983. to Part 97 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations published m 
the Federal Register dated August ~9. 
1975, on page 39496. under Section 97-9, 
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effective October 9. 1975—change effec¬ 
tive date of Aniak. AK—Aniak Arpt., 
ILS DM£ Hwy 10 Orig, to December 4 , 

1975. 

These amendments are made effective 
under the authority of Sections 307, 313, 
<K)1. 1110. Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 US C. 1438, 1354, 1421, 1510, and sec¬ 
tion 6 (c > Department of Transportation 
Act, 49 US.C. 1655(0. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 11, 1975. 

James M. Vines, 

Chief . 

Aircraft Programs Division . 

Note: Incorporation by reference pro¬ 
visions in Si 97.10 and 97.20 approved by 
the Director of the Federal Register on 
May 12, 1969 (35 FR 5610). - 
[KR Doc. 75-34782 Filed 9-l7-75;8:45 am] 


Title 19—Customs Duties 

CHAPTER I—UNITED STATES CUSTOMS 
SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE TREAS¬ 
URY 

[T£>. 75-230| 

PART 10—ARTICLES CONDITIONALLY 
FREE, SUBJECT TO A REDUCED RATE, 

ETC. 


Articles Assembled Abroad with U.S. 
Components 


On July 5. 1974, a notice of proposed 
remaking pertaining to amendments 
to Part 10 of the Customs Regulations 
CFR Part 10) relating to the partial 
exemption from duty provided by Item 
807.00, Tariff Schedules of the United 
States (19 U.S.C. 1202), for articles 
vhlch are assembled abroad In whole or 
in part of fabricated United States com¬ 
ponents, was published In the Federal 
Ricistex (39 FR 24651). Interested per¬ 
sons were given 60 days from the date 
of publication of the notice in which to 
submit relevant written data, views, or 
arguments regarding the proposed 
amendment*. 


After consideration of the numcroui 
comments received, the following 
changes have been made In the amended 
provisions originally proposed: 

1 Section 10.11 was rewritten to ex¬ 
plain the difference between interpreta¬ 
tive and procedural regulations. Further 
the numbering of the sections waa 
changed and the sections were so orga¬ 
nized that their sequence reflects the dif¬ 
ference between interpretative and pro¬ 
cedural matters. 

2. Tlie definitions of the term “Not 
advanced In value or Improved In con- 
chuoiy. "Physical identity , \ and "With¬ 
out further -fabrication", which were 
contained in proposed } 10 . 12 , have been 
ucicted. However, their use has been re- 
uuned in the substance of the Interpre¬ 
tive regulations, where their meaning 
L C W w vllhln the tectafcal context of 
tkc particular section. 

3_Additional examples to Illustrate 
8i , tl ** Uon * ,nvolv *n« the appll- 
t £^ cxempUon P^vided for 
tmder Item 807.00. Tariff Schedules of 

f f otted States, have been Included 

er several of the proposed sections. 


4. After review of several lengthy and 
significant comments objecting to the 
basis upon which Intangible assists were 
to be handled under the proposed regu¬ 
lations, it has been determined that fur¬ 
ther study of this matter Is required. 
Therefore, proposed 8 10.23(f). relating 
to the element of assists, has been de¬ 
leted. When this question has been fully 
resolved, a notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing will be published in the Federal 
Register giving Interested persons ample 
opportunity in which to submit relevant 
written data, views or arguments regard¬ 
ing the proposed amendments. 

5. Section 10.24(a) ( 2 ) (formerly 8 10.- 
17(a)(2) of the proposed amendments) 
has been changed by deleting the sen¬ 
tence requiring the endorsement to be 
signed by the actual importer when the 
importer of record is a customhouse 
broker. This will allow a customhouse 
broker to sign the endorsement on behalf 
of the actual importer. However, as 
stated In 810.24(g) (formerly 810.17 
<g)). the Importer retains the respon¬ 
sibility for the correctness of the infor¬ 
mation presented. 

6 . Section 10.24(d) (formerly | 10.17 
(d)) has been changed to permit the 
district director to waive certain speci¬ 
fied details normally required In the 
documentation submitted at the time of 
each entry, if he is satisfied that the 
importer and assembler have established 
reliable controls to insure that all com¬ 
ponents for which the exemption pro¬ 
vided for by item 807.00. Tariff Schedules 
of the United States, Is claimed are in 
fact products of the United States. This 
addition was necessary because where 
large quantities of United States com¬ 
ponents are purchased from various 
sources or exported at various ports and 
dates on a continuing basis, it Is imprac¬ 
ticable to identify the exact source, port, 
and date of export for each particular 
component Included in an entry of mer¬ 
chandise claimed to be the subject of the 
exemption under item 807.00. Tariff 
Schedules of the United States. 

7. Proposed 8 10.25. relating to advice 
before importation has been omitted in 
its entirety because most of its content 
was determined not to be a proper sub¬ 
ject of these regulations. 

8 . 'The proposed amendment to 8 10.- 
112 which would have provided an excep¬ 
tion to the section by requiring certain 
documents to be filed within six months 
after the entry of assembled articles 
claimed to be entitled to the exemption 
provided for in Item 807.00, Tariff Sched¬ 
ules of the United States, has been with¬ 
drawn because it would impose an un¬ 
necessary burden upon the importing 
public. The references to this require¬ 
ment which were found in paragraphs 
(a) and (d) of § 10.17 have also been 
deleted. 

In addition to the above changes, a 
number of editorial corrections have 
been made In the text Further, certain 
sections of the proposed regulations have 
been renumbered or otherwise modified, 
necessitating additional conforming 
changes. The authority provbdon for 
Part 10 has also been amended to In¬ 


clude specific authority for these regu¬ 
lations. 

Accordingly, Part 10 of the Customs 
Regulations (19 CFR Part 10) Ls 
amended by deleting f 10 . 2 , by amend¬ 
ing the authority provision, and by add¬ 
ing a „ new centcrhead and 88 10.11 
through 10.24 to read as set forth below. 

Effective date. These amendments 
shall become effective October 20. 1975. 

Vernon D. Acres, 
Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved: September 9,1975. 

David R. Macdonald, 

Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

1. Part 10 of the Customs Regulations 
is amended by revising the authority 
provision to read as follows: 

Authority: The provisions of this Part 10 
Usued under R-S. 251, as amended, toe. 624, 
46 Stat 759, 77A 8tat. 14; 5 OS.O. 301, 10 
US.C 66, 1202 (General Head note 11, Tariff 
Schedules of the United Slates). 1624. See*. 

10.11 through 10.24 also burned under sec. 
502, 46 Stat. 731. as amended. 77A Stat. 14; 
10 U.8.C. 1202 (Oeneral Head note 12, Tariff 
Schedules of the United 8tales). 1502. Ad¬ 
ditional authority and statute* interpreted 
or applied are cited In the text or following 
the sections affected. 

§ 10,2 [Removed] 

2. Part 10 of the Customs Regulations 
is further amended by deleting 8 10.2 and 
by adding a new centcrhead and 88 10.11 
through 10.24 to read as follows; 

Ajrrxcusi Assembled Aaoao With Unites 
Statu Components 

Sec. 

10.11 Oeneral. 

10.12 Definitions. 

10.13 Statutory provision: Item 807 00. 

Tariff Schedule* of the United 

States (19 US.C. 1202). 

10.14 Fabricated components subject to 

the exemption. 

10.15 Fabricated components not »ub)eet 

to the exemption. 

10.16 Assembly abroad 

10.17 Valuation of exempted component*. 

10.18 Valuation of assembled articles. 

10.19 Elements Involved In determining 

constructed valuo or cost of pro¬ 

duction. 

10.20 Coat data required If other statutory 

basis applicable. 

10.21 Updating cost data and other infor¬ 

mation. 

10.22 Marking. 

10.23 Standards, quotas, and visas. 

10.24 Documents lion. 

Articles Assembled Abroad With United 
States Components 

S 10.11 General. 

(a) Section 10.12 through 10.23 set 
forth definitions and interpretative reg¬ 
ulations adopted by the Commissioner of 
Customs pertaining to the construction 
of item 807.00, Tariff Schedules of the 
United States (19 U- 8 .C. 1202) and re¬ 
lated provisions of law. These provisions 
concern claims for the exemption from 
duty provided by item 807.00, Tariff 
Schedules of the United States (19 U.S.C. 
1202 ), for American-made fabricated 
components which are returned to the 
United States as parts of articles as- 
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sembled abroad- The example* Included 
in these sections describe specific situa¬ 
tions in which the exemption may or 
may not be applicable. The definitions 
and regulations that follow are promul¬ 
gated to inform the public of the con¬ 
structions and interpretations that the 
United States Customs Service shall give 
to relevant statutory terms and to assure 
the Impartial and uniform assessment of 
duties upon merchandise claimed to be 
partially exempt from duty under item 
807.00. Taritl Schedules of the United 
States (19 U.S.C. 1202). at the various 
ports of entry* Nothing in these regula¬ 
tions purports or is intended to restrict 
the legal right of importers or others to 
a Judicial review of the matters con¬ 
tained therein. 

(b) Section 10.24 sets forth the docu¬ 
mentary requirements applicable to the 
entry of assembled articles claimed to 
be subject to the exemption provided 
under item 807.00. Tariff Schedules of 
the United States (19 U.S.C. 1202). Al¬ 
lowance of an importer's claim is de¬ 
pendent upon meeting the statutory re¬ 
quirements for the exemption under item 
807.00 and his complying with the docu¬ 
mentary requirements set forth in 
* 10.24. 

g 10.12 Definition*. 

As used In ** 10.11 through 10.24. the 
following terms shall have the meanings 
indicated: 

(a) American-made. The term •‘Amer¬ 
ican-mode’* is used to refer to a product 
of the United States as defined in para¬ 
graph (t> of this section. 

(b) Assembly. •’Assembly'* means the 
fitting or Joining together of fabricated 
components. 

(c) Exemption. “Exemption** means 
the deduction of the cost or value of 
products of the United State* which were 
assembled abroad in accordance with the 
requirements of Item 807.00. Tariff 
Schedules of the United States < 19 UJ5.C. 
1202). from the full value of the as¬ 
sembled article. 

(d) Fabricated component. “Fabri¬ 
cated component” means a manufac¬ 
tured article ready for assembly in the 
condition as exported except for opera¬ 
tions incidental to the assembly. 

(e) Product of the United States. A 
“product of the United States” is an ar¬ 
ticle manufactured within the Customs 
territory of the United States and may 
consist wholly of United States compo¬ 
nents or materials, of United States and 
foreign components or materials, or 
wholly of foreign components or mate¬ 
rials. If the article consists wholly or 
purtlally of foreign components or mate¬ 
rials, the manufacturing process must be 
such that the foreign components or 
materials have been substantially trans¬ 
formed into a new and different article, 
or have been merged Into a new and 
different article. 

g 10.13 Statutory provision: Item 807.* 
00, Tariff Schedule* of the United 
Stairs (19 U.S.C. 1202). 

Item 807.00. Tariff Schedules of the 
United States (19 U.ac. 1202). provides 
that articles assembled abroad in whole 
or in part of fabricated components, the 


product of the United States, which <a> 
were exported in condition ready for as¬ 
sembly without further fabrication, <b) 
have not lost their physical identity in 
such articles by change in form, shape, 
or otherwise, and (c) have not been ad¬ 
vanced in value or Improved in condition 
abroad except by being assembled and 
except by operations incidental to the 
assembly process such as cleaning, lubri¬ 
cating. and painting, are subject to a 
duty upon the full value of the Imported 
article, less the Cost or. If no charge is 
made, the value of such products of the 
United States. The rate of duty which is 
assessed upon the dutiable portion of the 
imported article is that which is applica¬ 
ble to the imported article as a whole un¬ 
der the appropriate provision of the 
Tariff Schedules of the United States (19 
UJ9.C. 1202) for such article. If that pro¬ 
vision requires a specific or compound 
rate of duty, the total duties assessed on 
the imported article arc reduced in such 
proportion as the cost or value of the 
returned United States components 
which qualify for the exemption bears 
to the full value of the assembled article. 

Example 1. A translator radio la assembled 
abroad from foreign-mad* component* and 
American-mad* transistors. Upon importa¬ 
tion. the transistor radio ta subject to the 
ad valorem rate of duty applicable to tran¬ 
slator radio* upon the value of the radio less 
the coat or value of the American-made 
transistors assembled therein. 

Example 2. A solid-state watch movement 
Is assembled abroad from foreign-made com¬ 
ponents and an American-made Integrated 
circuit. If the movement in question la sub¬ 
ject to the specific rate of duty of 75 cents, 
if the value of the assembled movement la 
$30. and if the value of the American-made 
integrated circuit is $10, then the value of 
the integrated circuit represents one third 
of the total value of the assembled article 
and the duty on the assembled article will 
be reduced by one third <$J25). Therefore, 
the duty on the assembled movement Is 60 
cents. 

§ 10.11 Fabricated components subject 
to ihc exemption. 

(a) Fabricated components, the prod¬ 
uct of the United States. Except as pro¬ 
vided in I 10 15. the exemption provided 
under item 807.00, Tariff Schedules of 
the United States (19 U.S.C. 1202). ap¬ 
plies to fabricated components, the prod¬ 
uct of the United States. The components 
must be In condition ready for assembly 
without further fabrication at the time 
of their exportation from the United 
States to qualify for the exemption. Com¬ 
ponents will not lose their entitlement to 
the exemption by being subjected to op¬ 
erations incidental to the assembly either 
before, during, or after their assembly 
with other components. Materials unde¬ 
fined in final dimensions and shapes, 
which arc cut into specific shapes or pat¬ 
terns abroad are not considered fabri¬ 
cated components. 

Example 1. Articles Identifiable la their ex¬ 
ported condition ns components or parts of 
the article into which they win be assembled, 
such as transistors, diodes. Integrated cir¬ 
cuits. machinery parts, or precut parts of 
wearing apparel, are regarded os fabricated 
components. 

Example 2 . Prestamped metal lead frames 
for semiconductor devices exported In mul¬ 


tiple unit strips in which the individual 
frame units are connected to each other, or 
integrated circuit wafers containing indi¬ 
vidual Integrated circuit dice which ha-.e 
been scribed or scored in the United States, 
are regarded as fabricated components The 
separation of the individual frames by cut¬ 
ting. or the segmentation or the wafer into 
Individual dice by flexing and breaking along 
scribed or scored lines, 1* regarded as an op¬ 
eration incidental to the assembly process. 

Example 3. Wires of various type, electrical 
conductors. mcuU foils. Insulating tapes, rib¬ 
bons. findings used In dressmaking, and mrs* 
ilar products, which are In a finished suve 
when exported from the United State*, ht 4 
are ready for use In the assembly of the im¬ 
ported article, are regarded as fabricated 
components If they are only cut to length or 
subjected to operations incidental to the 
assembly process while abroad. 

Example 4. Uncut textile fabrics exported 
in bolts from which wearing op parr l com¬ 
ponents will be cut according to a pattern 
not regarded as fabricated oomponentn Sim¬ 
ilarly, other materials, such os lumber, 
leather, sheet metal, plastic sheeting, ex¬ 
ported in basic shapes and forms to be fab¬ 
ricated Into components for assembly, are 
not eligible for treatment ss fabricated 
components, 

(b) Substantial transformation of for * 
elun-madc articles or materials Foreign- 
made articles or materials may become 
products of the United States if they un¬ 
dergo a process of manufacture in the 
United States which results in their sub¬ 
stantial transformation. Substantial 
transformation occurs when, as a result 
of manufacturing processes, a new and 
different article emerges, having a dis¬ 
tinctive name, character, or use. which 
is different from that originally possessed 
by the article or material before being 
subjected to the manufacturing process 
The mere finishing or modification of a 
partially or nearly complete foreign 
product in the United States will not re¬ 
sult in the substantial transformation of 
such product and it remains the product 
of a foreign country. 

Example 2. A cast metal housing for a 
valve is made In the United State* from 
imparted oopper Ingots, the product of % 
foreign country. The bousing Is a product 
of the United States because the manufac¬ 
turing operations performed in the United 
States to produce the housing resulted in * 
substantial transformation of the foreign 
oopper Ingots. 

Example 2. An Integrated circuit device 
Is anwmbled in a foreign country and to- 
ported Into the United States where its lcadi 
are formed by bending them to a specified 
angle. It is then tested and marked. Tb« to- 
ported article does not become a preduet 
of the United States because the operations 
performed in the United States do not result 
In a substantial transformation of the for¬ 
eign Integrated circuit device. 

example S. A circuit board assembly for a 
computer Is assembled In the United State* 
by soldering American-made and larelgu* 
components onto an American- rnaco 
printed circuit board. The finished circuit 
board assembly has a distinct electronic 
function and Is ready for incorporation In 
the computer. The foreign-made componc^ 
have undergone a substantial transforma¬ 
tion by becoming permanent parts of the 
circuit board assembly. The circuit 
assembly, including all of its parts 1" '* 

garded os a fabricated component, the p^ 
net of the United State*, for purposes 
item 807.00, Tariff Schedules of the Uuitea 
State* (19 U.EC. 1202). 
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§ 10.15 Fabricated component* not »nb- 
jeet to the pxnuplkm. 

Fabricated components which are not 
products of the United States are ex* 
eluded from the exemption. In addition, 
the exemption is not applicable to any 
component exported from the Customs 
territory of the United States: 

(a) From continuous Customs custody 
with remission, abatement, or refund 
of duty: 

<b> With benefit of drawback; 

(c) To comply with any law of the 
United States or regulation of any Fed¬ 
eral agency requiring exportation; or 
id) After manufacture or production 
In the United States under item 864.05. 
Tariff Schedules of the United States 
<19 U.S.C. 1202). 

Example, PartlaJIy completed component* 
at in electric motor ere imported In several 
•cpsralo shipment* and are entered under 
a temporary Importation bond to be manu¬ 
factured into finished motors under the 
prort*lorui of Item 864.05. Tariff Schedules 
of the United States (19 O RC. 1202) The 
component* are completed and assembled 
Into flnlabad electric motors The finished 
motors are exported and are assembled 
abroad Into electric fane which are subse¬ 
quently Imported Into the United Stated. 
Irrespective of the fact that the assembly of 
the motors might Involve such a substantial 
change that the motor could be considered 
s product of the United State*, no exemp¬ 
tion may be given for the value of the elec¬ 
tric motors, since they were exported after 
manufacture or production In the United 
8tatei under the provision of Item 864.05, 
Tariff Schedules of the United States (19 
UJB.C. 1202). 

§ 10.16 A«n«*mLJy abroad. 

<a> Assembly operations. The assembly 
operations performed abroad may con¬ 
sist of any method used to Join or fit 
together solid components, such as weld¬ 
ing. soldering, riveting, force fitting. 
Bluing, laminating, sewing, or the use of 
fasteners, and may be preceded, accom¬ 
panied, or followed by operations inci¬ 
dental to the assembly as Illustrated In 
paragraph <b) of this section. The mix¬ 
ing or combining of liquids, gases, chem¬ 
icals, food Ingredients, and amorphous 
*olids wlth'each other or with solid com¬ 
ponents Is not regarded as an assembly. 

■*" A t *'® Tlsion Joke la assembled 
from Atn ®n can - mad. magnet wlr*. In 
<uoctnb 'y Plant tho wire la de- 
*?x*>l«l and wound Into a coO. the wire cut 
“>• «Poo>. and the coU united with 
component*, including a terminal panel 
»nd bouatug which are al» American-made. 

^ anlcl * U P°“ importation 

P I ,'5* W “ *° telerlalon poru upon the 
u ' ? , th ® J 0 ^ 1 cm the coat or ralue ot 
>. n „.. m4rtc * n ' m4<1 " wlr *- terminal panel and 
cuutSf *J M 'J? w «^*»>ereln. The winding and 
" 8 °f th. wire are either anrmbly 
incidental to assembly. 

* An aluminum electrolyUo ca- 
from Amerlean- 
r.i^ P*P* r - tape, and Mylar 

mtnt.i? a. far ®l* n assembly plant the iUu- 
cut S 1 to the desired width. 

deet™* length, mterle.red with 

ler^K WhlCl> miT “ay not be cut to 
\ ** d spooled from a continuous 

foil sn’^ r ° l,ed lnto * cy,lnder wherein the 
d paper are cut and a section of seal¬ 


ing tap© fastened to tho surface to prevent 
these components from unwinding- Wire or 
other electric connectors aro bonded at ap¬ 
propriate intervale to the aluminum foU ot 
tho cylinder which U then Inserted into a 
metal can. and the enda closed with a pro¬ 
tect ’vt» washer. As Imported, the capacitor is 
subject to the ad valorem rate of duty ap¬ 
plicable to capacitors upon the value leas the 
coat or value of the American-made foil, 
paper, tape, and Mylar film- The operations 
performed on these components are all either 
assembly steps or steps Incidental to as¬ 
sembly. 

Example 3. The manufacture abroad of 
cloth on a loom using thread or yarn ex¬ 
ported from the United States on spools, 
cops, or pirns Is not considered an assembly 
but a weaving operation, and the thread or 
yam does not qualify for the exemption. 
However, American -made used to sew 

buttons or garment component* is qualified 
for the exemption because It is used In an 
operation involving the assembly of solid 
components. 

(b) Operations incidental to the as- 
sembly process. Operations incidental to 
the assembly process whether performed 
before, during, or after assembly, do not 
constitute further fabrication, and shall 
not preclude the application of the ex¬ 
emption, The following are examples of 
operations which arc incidental to the 
assembly process: 

(1) Cleaning; 

(2) Removal of rust, grease, paint, or 
oilier preservative coating; 

(3) Application of preservative paint 
or coating, including preservative metal¬ 
lic coating, lubricants, or protective en¬ 
capsulation; 

(4) Trimming, filing, or cutting off of 
small amounts of excess materials; 

(5) Adjustments in the shape or form 
of a component to the extent required by 
the assembly being performed abroad; 

( 6 ) Cutting to length of wire, thread, 
tape, foil, and similar products exported 
in continuous length; separation by cut¬ 
ting of finished components, such as pre¬ 
stamped integrated circuit lead frames 
exported in multiple unit stripe; and 

(7) Final calibration, testing, marking, 
sorting, pressing, and folding of assem¬ 
bled articles. 

(c) Operations not incidental to the 
assembly process . Any significant process, 
operation, or treatment other than as¬ 
sembly whose primary purpose is the 
fabrication, completion, physical or 
chemical Improvement of a component, 
or which is not related to the assembly 
process, whether or not it effects a sub¬ 
stantial transformation of the article, 
shall not be regarded as Incidental to 
the assembly and shall preclude the ap¬ 
plication of the exemption to such ar¬ 
ticle. The following are examples of op¬ 
erations not considered incidental to the 
assembly as provided under item 807.00. 
Tariff Schedules of the United States (19 
UJSLC. 1202): 

( 1 ) Melting of exported Ingots and 
pouring of the metal into molds to pro¬ 
duce cast metal parts; 

(2) Cutting of garment parts accord¬ 
ing to pattern from exported material; 

(3) Painting primarily intended to en¬ 
hance the appearance of an article or to 
Impart distinctive features or character¬ 
istics; 


1 4) Chemical treatment of component* 
or assembled articles to impart new char¬ 
acteristics, such os showerproofing, per- 
mnprwwing. sanforizing, dying or bleach¬ 
ing of textiles; 

(5) Machining, polishing, burnishing, 
peening, plating (other than plating in¬ 
cidental to the assembly), embossing, 
pressing, stamping, extruding, drawing, 
annealing, tempering, case hardening, 
and any other operation, treatment or 
process which imparts significant new 
characteristics or qualities to the article 
affected. 

(d) Joining of American-made and 
foreign-made components. An assembly 
operation may involve the use of Ameri¬ 
can-made components and foreign-made 
components. The various requirements 
for establishing entitlement to the ex¬ 
emption apply only to the American- 
made components of the assembly. 

Example. Diode* are assembled abroad 
from American-mad* component*. The proc-‘ 
esa include* the encapsulation of the as¬ 
sembled component* in a plastic aheli. The 
plAstlc used for the encapsulation t* in tho 
form of a pellet, and t* of foreign origin. 
After the prefabricated diode component* are 
assembled, the assembled unit is placed in a 
transfer molding machine, where, by use of 
the pellet, molten epoxy is caused to flow 
around the perimeter* of the assembled com¬ 
ponent*. forming upon solidification a plaatio 
body for the diode. Upon Importation, 
exemption may be granted for the value o € 
the American-mad o component*, but not foe 
the value of the plastic pellet. If the plastic 
pallet used for encapsulation was of United 
Slate* origin, its value would still be a part 
of the dutiable value of the diode, because 
the plastic pellet u not a fabricated compo¬ 
nent of * type designed to be fitted together 
by assembly, but merely a premeasured quan¬ 
tity of material which was applied to the 
assembled unit by a process not constituting 
an assembly. 

(e> Subassembly. An assembly opera¬ 
tion may involve the Joining or fitting of 
American-made components into a part 
or subassembly of an article, followed by 
the installation of the part or subassem¬ 
bly into the complete article. 

Example. Rolls of foil and rolls of paper 
are exported and cut to specific length abroad 
and interleaved and rolled to form the elec¬ 
trodes and dielectric of a capacitor. Following 
this procedure, the roll* are assembled with 
cans and other part* to form a complete 
capacitor. The foil and paper are entitled to 
the exemption. 

(f) Parking. The packing abroad of 
merchandise into containers docs not in 
itself qualify either the containers or 
their contents for the exemption. How¬ 
ever. assembled articles which otherwise 
qualify for the exemption and which are 
packaged abroad following their assem¬ 
bly will not be disqualified from the 
exemption by reason of their having been 
so packaged, whether for retail sale or 
for bulk shipment. The tariff status of the 
packing materials or containers will be 
determined in accordance with General 
Headnotc 6. Tariff Schedules of the 
United States (19 U.S.C. 1202). 

§ 10.17 Valuation of exempted compo¬ 
nents. 

The value of fabricated components to 
be subtracted from the full value of the 
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assembled article is the cost of the com¬ 
ponents when last purchased, f.o.b. 
United States port of exportation or point 
of border crossing as set out In the in¬ 
voice and entry papers, or, if no purchase 
was made, the value of the components 
at the time of their shipment for expor¬ 
tation, f.o.b. United States port of expor¬ 
tation or point of border crossing, as set 
out in the invoice and entry papers. How¬ 
ever. if the appraising officer concludes 
that the cost or value of the fabricated 
components so ascertained does not 
represent a reasonable cost or value, then 
the value of the components shall be 
determined in accordance with section 
402 or section 402a. Tariff Act of 1930, as 
amended <19 U.S.C. 1401a, 1402). 

g 10.18 Valuation of o»^ml>N article*. 

(a) Statutory basis used in valuation. 
As In the case of the appraisement of any 
other imported merchandise (see subpart 
C of Part 152 of this chapter). the full 
value of assembled articles imported un¬ 
der item 807.00. Tariff Schedules of the 
United States (19 U.S.C. 1202). Is deter¬ 
mined In accordance with the appro¬ 
priate statutory baste. 

(b) Use of constructed value or cost of 
production as basis for valuation. A pre¬ 
ponderance of the merchandise entitled 
to the Item 807,00. Tariff Schedules of the 
United States (19 U.S.C. 1202), exemp¬ 
tion. Is appraised on the baste of con¬ 
structed value or cost of production. 

<1) Constructed value. Constructed 
value te the statutory baste of appraise¬ 
ment authorized by section 402(d). Tariff 
Act of 1930. as amended <19 U. 8 .C. 
1401a<d)). and is applicable to imported 
articles which are not on a list compiled 
by the Department of the Treasury, 
known as the “final list** (T.D. 54521 >. 

(2) Cost of production. Cost of produc¬ 
tion te the statutory baste of appraise¬ 
ment authorized by section 402a(f), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 
1402(f)), and 1 s applicable to Imported 
articles which are on the "final list** (T.D. 
54521). 

g 10.19 FJcmcnU iuTolved in determin¬ 
ing constructed vnlue or cost of pro¬ 
duction. 

Both constructed value and cost of 
production of assembled articles are de¬ 
termined from the following cost data: 

(a) Cost of materials. The cost of ma¬ 
terials to be reported In connection with 
a claim for an Item 807.00. Tariff Sched¬ 
ules of the United States (19U.S.C. 1202). 
exemption, where constructed value or 
cost of production te the baste of ap¬ 
praisement includes, but is not limited 
to: 

(1) The cost or value of all American- 
made components and other American- 
made matends f.o.b. the United States 
port of exportation or point of border 
crossing. If these items were purchased, 
there should be included, in addition to 
the purchase price, all costs incurred up 
to the time of the items* arrival at the 
port of exportation, such as packing, 
freight. Insurance, warehousing, sorting, 
and repacking. If the items were not pur¬ 
chased, the estimated market value f.o.b. 


port of exportation or point of border 
crossing shall be used, based on the 
normal selling price to Independent pur¬ 
chasers or other available market infor¬ 
mation. If market value information te 
not available, the value of the Items shall 
be the sura of all costa-Incurred In pro¬ 
ducing the items, including general ex¬ 
penses. an amount for profit, and all 
costs incurred from the time the items 
are completed to the time they arrive at 
the port of exportation or point of bor¬ 
der crossing. 

(2) Freight, insurance, lading and un¬ 
lading. and other costs incurred in trans¬ 
porting the American-made components 
and materials from the port of exporta¬ 
tion or point of border crossing to the 
assembler’s plant; 

(3) The cost or value of all other 
components and materials added in the 
country of assembly as well as the costs 
incurred in transporting these compo¬ 
nents and materials to the assembler s 
plant, including packing, freight, insur¬ 
ance, and lading and unlading; 

(4) The value of waste or spoilage, in¬ 
cluding scrap, such as trimmings, cut¬ 
tings. and turnings from a lathe, and 
United States components delivered to 
the assembler and found to be unusable. 
The value of waste or spoilage shall be 
determined from the actual cost of the 
materials less the market value of re¬ 
covered scrap or rejected components. 
Where the assembler returns rejected 
components to Its supplier and receives 
credit for the rejected components so re¬ 
turned, the credit received by the as¬ 
sembler may be applied as an offset 
against the assembler’s cost of materials; 
and 

(5) Taxes on materials assessed by the 
country of assembly, but remitted or re¬ 
funded upon exportation of the finished 
articles from the country of assembly, 
such as sales taxes and value added taxes. 
Such taxes arc included under the cost 
of materials when cost of production te 
the basis of valuation, but are excluded 
when constructed value te the basis of 
valuation. 

<b> Cost of fabrication. The cost of 
fabrication of an assembled article in¬ 
cludes. but te not limited to: 

(1) All actual labor costs involved in 
the assembly operations, including fringe 
benefits such as paid holidays, vacations, 
social security, school taxes, seventh-day 
pay. on-the-job training, housing allow¬ 
ance, and idle time. Deviation from nor¬ 
mal production efficiency to adjust for 
actual production should be reflected, if 
necessary, to Insure that the total actual 
labor costs Incurred In the assembly are 
shown in the cost data sheets. For in¬ 
stance. if the efficiency of the production 
workers does not meet projected expecta¬ 
tions. with a consequent increase in unit 
labor costs, the increased costs should be 
reflected in the cost data furnished Cus¬ 
toms. Tlie costs of engineering, supervi¬ 
sory functions, quality control, and simi¬ 
lar personnel expenses shall be included; 

(2) Cost of dies, molds, tooling, special 
machinery, and similar equipment costs 
which are allocable to the particular mer¬ 
chandise under consideration (as op¬ 


posed to general costs for plant equip¬ 
ment or machinery, which are included 
under general expenses); 

(3) Costs of research, development., 
design, engineering, and blueprints, ex¬ 
cept where they are directly allocable to 
American-made components. Where they 
are directly allocable to American-made 
components they are to be included in 
the value of those components, and are 
not to be Included in the cost of fabri¬ 
cation. 

<4> Costs of inspecting and testing by 
tho assembler; and 

(5) Costs of subcontract work, includ¬ 
ing the general expenses and profit in¬ 
volved in such work, when a foreign 
assembler has a portion of the assembly 
work accomplished by a subcontracts r 
These costs are considered to be part of 
the cost of fabrication to the foreign 
assembler. 

<c) General expenses. General ex¬ 
penses, which are all of the assembler s 
expenses other than the cost of compo¬ 
nents, materials, fabrication, and pack¬ 
aging. include, but are not limited to: 

(1) Building rent or depreciation; 

(2) Costs for utilities, including heat 
light, power, and water; 

(3) Telephone, telegraph, and cable 
costs; 

(4) Depreciation of machinery and 
equipment other than dies, molds, tool¬ 
ing. special machinery, and similar equip¬ 
ment allocable to Jhe particular mer¬ 
chandise under consideration; 

(5) Expenses for maintenance, repairs, 
and renewals; 

( 8 ) Fire and liability insurance costs: 

<7) Taxes on buildings; 

(8) Factory storage costs: 

(9) Expenses for office and factory 
supplies: 

(10) Administration salaries and ex¬ 
penses (executives’, managers’, and office 
workers* salaries), and salesmen’s sal¬ 
aries, commissions, and expenses: 

( 11 ) Travel expenses; 

(12) Advertising expenses; 

(13) Licensing fees paid to a foreign 
government; 

(14) Legal expenses; 

(15) Nonrefundable expenses relating 

to the importation of articles into a for¬ 
eign country, such as foreign brokerage 
fees: . , 

(16) Auditing expenses of the foreign 
assembly operation; 

(17) Start up costs (other than on- 
the-job training costs). These Include 
legal fees for the consultant or entre¬ 
preneur, a fee for setting up the assem¬ 
bler corporation, costs for construction 
of buildings and Installation of manufac¬ 
turing machinery, engineering fees and 
material costs to acquire electricity or 
other power for the plant, fees for tne 
issuance of any permits required, the cost 
of a bond given to show good faun, 
charges for telephone service, roads ana 
rail spurs, charges for securing a teocu 
force as well as for their pre- training 
costs of trusts established to satisfy for¬ 
eign ownership, the cost of a plant bcr» 
to insure exportation of all mate— 
imported into a foreign country for as 
sembly and to insure return of all im 
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ported machinery, and expenses of relo¬ 
cating plant management and production 
supervisors and their families. Start up 
costs may be am or tired over the period 
of time for which such expenditures are 
ordinarily amortised by assemblers of the 
same general class or kind of merchan¬ 
dise In the country of exportation. In 
keeping with generally accepted account¬ 
ing practices; and 

<18) All other general administrative 
and overhead expenses including Jani¬ 
torial services, security services, and the 
sendees of a foreign warehouse officer. 

(d) Profit. The assembler's actual prof¬ 
it or loss and the basis upon which It was 
calculated must be reported. Appraise¬ 
ment by Customs shall be based on the 
amount of profit which Is found to be 
usual or ordinary in the trade, subject 
to limitations and requirements more 
particularly described in the applicable 
statutory provisions. 

<e> Packing expenses. All costs of 
packing or otherwise preparing assem¬ 
bled articles for shipment to the United 
States must be reported These costs in¬ 
clude, but are not limited to. the cost 
of containers, the cost of packing mate¬ 
rials such as excelsior, straw, and string, 
the cost of spraying and fumigating 
packing materials, and the cost of labor 
for packing. Packing materials of United 
States origin may be separately exempt 
from duty under the exemption provided 
In item 800 00. Tariff Schedules of tho 
United States (19 U.S.C. 1202). for Amer¬ 
ican goods returned without advance¬ 
ment In value or Improvement in condi¬ 
tion while abroad. 

§ 10.20 Coot dnta required if other 
statutory basis applirahlr. 

Where It is determined that appraise¬ 
ment Is to be made on a value base other 
than constructed value or cost of produc¬ 
tion, the Importer shall be required to 
submit cost data of a different nature 
then required in this part. 

riampU. If United States value In deter¬ 
mined to be the propoer ban Is of valuation. 

importer may be required to furnlnh In¬ 
formation on bis resale price at the whole¬ 
sale lcval In the United States, bis general 
expenses and profit on the resale, and other 
data which Is needed to determine United 
States value, rather than the coat data re¬ 
quired to establish constructed value or coat 
of production. 

s 10.21 Updating cost data and other 

information. 

When a claim for the exemption is 
predicated on estimated cost data fur¬ 
nished either in advance of or at the Ume 
j this fact should be clearly stated 

in writing at the Ume of entry, and sus¬ 
pension of Uquld&Uon may be requested 
t HSL ^Porter or his agent pending the 
furnishing of actual cost data. Actual 
cost data must be submitted as soon as 
accounting procedures permit To Insure 
in formation used for Customs pur- 
P c es is reasonably current, the Importer 
^ha!i ordinarily be required to furnish 
updated cost and assembly data at least 
every six months, regardless of whether 
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he considers that significant changes 
have occurred. The 6 -month period for 
the submission of updated cost or other 
data may be extended by the district di¬ 
rector if such extension is appropriate 
for the type of merchandise involved, or 
because of the accounting period normal¬ 
ly used In the trade, or because of other 
relevant circumstances. 

§ 10.22 Marking. 

Assembled articles cnUtled to the ex¬ 
emption are considered products of the 
country of assembly for the purposes of 
the country of origin marking require¬ 
ments of section 304. Tariff Act of 1930. 
as amended (19 U.S.C. 1304). If an im¬ 
ported assembled article is made entirely 
of American-made materials, the United 
States origin of the material may be dis¬ 
closed by using a legend such as "Assem¬ 
bled In_from material of UJ3. or¬ 

igin," or a similar phrase. 


Dale Signature 


Address Capacity 

(2) Endorsement by the importer. An 
endorsement. In substantially the follow¬ 
ing form, shall be signed by the Importer: 

I declare that to the beat of my knowledge 
and belief the (above) (attached) declara¬ 
tion. and any other Information submitted 
herewith, or otherwise supplied or referred to. 
la correct In every respect and there has been 
compliance with all pertinent headnotes of 
the Tariff Schedules of the United States (19 
UJ3.C. 1202). 


Date Signature 


Address Capacity 

(b) Revision of format. In specific 
cases, the district director may revise 
the format of cither of the documents 
specified in paragraph (a) of this section 
and may make such changes as condi¬ 
tions warrant, provided the data and in¬ 
formation required to be supplied In these 
documents arc presented. For example, 
if the components were furnished by the 
Importer, the information on components 
may be supplied as part of the Importer’s 
endorsement, rather than as part of the 
assembler's declaration. 

(c) Reference to previously filed docu¬ 
ments. In lieu of filing duplicate lists of 
components and descriptions of assem¬ 
bly operations with each entry, the docu¬ 
ments specified in paragraph (a) of this 
section may refer to assembly descrip¬ 
tions and lists of components previously 
filed with and approved by the district 
director, or to records showing costs. 
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<8*c. 304, 46 8Ut. 887. M amended (19 tJAO. 
1304)) 

§ 10.23 Standard*, quota*, and visas. 

All requirements and restrictions ap¬ 
plicable to imported merchandise, such 
as labeling, radiation standards, flame- 
retarding properties, quotas, and visas, 
apply to assembled articles eligible for 
the exemption in the same manner as 
they would apply to all other imported 
merchandise. 

g 10.21 Documentation. 

(a) Documents required. The follow¬ 
ing documents shall be filed in connec¬ 
tion with the entry of assembled articles 
claimed to be subject to the exemption 
under item 807,00. Tariff Schedules of 
the United States (19 U.S.C. 1202). 

(1) Declaration by the assembler. A 
declaration by the person who performed 
the assembly operations abroad shall be 
filed in substantially the following form: 


names of manufacturers, and other nec¬ 
essary data on components, provided the 
importer has arranged with the district 
director to maintain such records and 
keep them available for examination by 
authorized Customs officers. 

<d) Waiver of specific details for each 
entry. There arc cases where large quan¬ 
tities of United States components are 
purchased from various sources or ex¬ 
ported at various ports and dates on a 
continuing basis, so that It Is Impractical 
to Identify the exact source, port and 
date of export for each particular com¬ 
ponent included in an entry of mer¬ 
chandise claimed to be subject to the ex¬ 
emption under item 807.00. Tariff Sched¬ 
ules of the United States (19 U.S.C. 1202). 
In these cases, specific details such as 
the port and date of export and the name 
of the manufacturer of the United States 
components may be waived if the district 
director is satisfied that the importer 
and assembler have established reliable 
controls to insure that all components 
for which the exemption Is claimed are 
in fact products of the United States. 
These controls shall include strict phys¬ 
ical segregation of United 8 tatcs and 
foreign components, as well as records of 
United 8 tates components showing quan¬ 
tities. sources, costs, dates shipped 
abroad, and other necessary information. 
These records shall be maintained by 
the importer and assembler In such man¬ 
ner as to be readily available for audit, 
inspection, copying, reproduction or 
other official use by authorized Customs 
officers, 

<e) Waiver of documents. When the 
district director is satisfied that unusual 
circumstances make the production of 


L.. declare thaf to tho bool of my knowledge and twitef tho.were **«vnbt<id la whole or In 

port from fabricated component* lilted and Ascribed below, which are product* o< tho United Statoo: 


Unit value at Port and data Name and 

Mark* of IdentiA- Pvjrrlptmn of Quantity ttroo and place of of report from address 

cation, numbers component export hum United SUloa monufocturer 

United Sutra» 


»In arcorcUnr* with Headnote J. port lit. »rh*duW> •» Tariff Schedule* of the United Stain* (W U.S.O. !3«>. 
Peecription of the oprrmUan* perfrinned abroad on tho exported component* (In *uiHrloot detail to enable Custom i 
odWrx.lo determine whether (be operation* performed w* wtthln tho punrfaw of Item $07.00, Tariff Schedule* ol tho 
United States (19 U.S.C. 1302) (attach lupplomonlal sheet If more *poro t* required)): 
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cither or both of the documents specified 
in paragraph (a) of this section, or of 
any of the information set forth therein, 
impractical and is “further satisfied that 
the requirements of item 807.00, Tariff 
Schedules of the United States <19 U.S.C. 
1202). and related headnotes have been 
met. he may waive the production of 
such document<s) or information. 

(f) Unavailability of documents at 
time of entry. If cither or both of the 
documents specified in paragraph <a> of 
tills section are not available at the time 
of entry, an appropriate bond for the 
production of the document(s) may be 
given pursuant to H 113.41-113.46 and 
141.66 of this chapter. 

<g) Responsibility of correctness. Sub¬ 
ject to the civil and criminal sanctions 
provided by law for false or fraudulent 
entries, the Importer has the ultimate 
responsibility for supplying all informa¬ 
tion needed by the Customs Service to 
process an entry, and for the complete¬ 
ness and truthfulness of such informa¬ 
tion. If certain information cannot be 
supplied by the assembler, it must be pro¬ 
vided by the importer. 

(R5. 251. M amended, aeca. 602. 634. 46 StAt. 
731. aa amended. 769, 77 A Stat. 14 <19 US.C. 
66, 1203 (Gen Hdntea. 11, 12. Tariff Sched¬ 
ule* of the United 8tatea). 1602. 1624)) 

(FR Doe.75-24615 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am) 
(TU. 76-229) 

PART 172 —LIQUIDATED DAMAGES 

Coffee Imports and Export Certificates; 

Discontinuance of Requirements 

Section 172.22<a> of the Customs Reg¬ 
ulations <19 CFR 172.22(a)) provides 
that district directors are authorized to 
treat any bond charge for the production 
of a missing document as satisfied upon 
payment bv the principal or surety of the 
sum of $25 as liquidated damages for 
each missing declaration of the consignee 
or other document. Certain specified 
documents, among them certificates of 
origin and certificates of reexport for 
imports and exports of coffee, required 
under l 12.70 of this chapter, not pro¬ 
duced within the time prescribed by law 
or regulations or any lawful extension of 
such time, are excepted from this au¬ 
thorization. 

Inasmuch as $S 12.70 and 12.71 of the 
Customs Regulations <19 CFR 12.70. 
12.71), pertaining to imports and exports 
under the International Coffee Agree¬ 
ment. were deleted by Treasury Decision 
74-252, dated September 20. 1974 <39 FR 
34650). certificates of origin and cer¬ 
tificates of reexport for imports and ex¬ 
ports of coffee are no longer required. 
Therefore, the reference to these docu¬ 
ments In 1 172.22<a» of the Customs Reg¬ 
ulations should be deleted. 

Accordingly. 3 172.22 of the Customs 
Regulations <19 CFR 172.22), Is hereby 
amended as set forth below: 

Paragraph (a) of I 172.22 is amended 
to read as follows: 

§ 172.22 Special acted on by di*- 

tricl director of Custom*. 

<a) Nonproduction of documents in 
general. District directors arc hereby au¬ 


thorized to treat any bond charge for the 
production of a missing document as 
satisfied upon payment by the principal 
or surety of the sum of $25 as liquidated 
damages for each missing declaration of 
the consignee or other document, except 
shippers’ export declarations and special 
Customs and commercial invoices, not 
produced within the time prescribed by 
law or regulations or any lawful exten¬ 
sion of such time. 


(RJ3. 951, os amended, aec*. 633. 624. 46 8t*t. 
769, a* amended (19 US.C. 66, 1633, 1634)) 

Because this amendment merely de¬ 
letes a reference to a section of the Cus¬ 
toms Regulations which was previously 
deleted, and requires no public initiative, 
notice and public procedure thereon is 
found to be unnecessary and good cause 
exists for dispensing with a delayed ef¬ 
fective date under the provisions of 5 
UB C. 553. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective September 17, 1975. 

Vkrnon D. Ackcc. 
Commissioner of Customs . 

Approved: Septembers. 1975. 

David R. Macdonald, 

Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury . 

IFR Doc.76-24816 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 ami 

Title 24—Housing and Urban Development 

SUBTITLE A—OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND UR¬ 
BAN DEVELOPMENT 

(Docket No. R-76-352] 

PART 25— MORTGAGEE REVIEW BOARD 

Subpart A—Department of Housing and 
Urban Development Mortgagee Review 
Board 

The Department is establishing a 
Mortgagee Review Board to act for the 
Secretary in determining whether or not 
to withdraw approval of a mortgagee un¬ 
der HUD programs. 

The establishment of this Board and 
creation of a new Part 25 arc matters of 
internal management and operation not 
subject to the requirements of 5 UB.C. 
553 or 24 CFR 10.5. Moreover, inasmuch 
as the part sets forth duties, functions, 
and final authority that is not regulatory 
in nature, tills document is effective as 
of September 12.1975. 

Accordingly. Title 24 is amended by 
adding a new Part 25. Mortgagee Review 
Board, to read as follows: 

Subpart A—0*partm#nt ol Homing *rvd Urban 
Development Mortgage* Rawlaw Board 

Sec. 

25.1 Establishment of the Board. 

25-2 Members. 

25S Functions, duties and powers. 

25.4 Withdrawal determinations. 

25.6 Orounds for withdrawal. 

36.6 Effective date of withdrawal. 
Aunioomr: Sec. 7(d). Department erf 

Housing and Urban Development Act; 43 
UJ8.C. 3535(d). 


Subpart A—Department o 9 Housing and 
Urban Development Mortgage* Review 
Board 

§ 25.1 Establishment of the Board. 

There Is hereby established in the 
Office of the Secretary’ a Mortgagee Re¬ 
view Board. 

§ 25.2 Member*. 

The Mortgagee Review Board Is com¬ 
posed of the following members: Assist¬ 
ant Secretary for Housing Production 
and Mortgage Credit—Federal Housim 
Commissioner. Chairman: Gene ml 
Counsel; Assistant Secretary for Hous¬ 
ing Management; Inspector General, or 
their designees. 

§ 25.3 Function#, dutlca and power#. 

Except as limited by this part, the 
Mortgagee Review Board shall exercUe 
all of the authority and perform all of 
the functions of the Secretary with re¬ 
spect to withdrawal of mortgagee ap¬ 
proval. The Board shall have all powers 
necessary and Incident to the proper 
performance of these functions and 
duties. 

g 25.4 Withdrawal determination#. 

(a) Determinations by the Board If 
the Board unanimously determines that 
a mortgagee's approval be continut tf. 
the mortgagee's approval shall be con¬ 
tinued. If the Board unanimously de¬ 
termines that a mortgagee’s approval 
be withdrawn, the geographical extent 
of such withdrawal, the duration of such 
withdrawal, and whether the withdrawal 
shall be partial or total, the mortgagee s 
approval shall be withdrawn pursuant to 
the Board’s determination. If the Board s 
determination is not unanimous con¬ 
cerning withdrawal, the geographical 
extent of such withdrawal, the duration 
of such withdrawal, or the nature of 
such withdrawal, the Under Secretary 
shall determine those matters os to 
which the Board's determination is not 
unanimous, and the mortgagee’s ap¬ 
proval shall be withdrawn pursuant to 
the Board's unanimous determination 
and the determination of the Under Sec¬ 
retary. As used in this Part, "duration 
of withdrawal" shall Include permanent 
withdrawal, withdrawal for a specific 
length of time or withdrawal for an in¬ 
determinate period pending satisfaction 
by the mortgagee of conditions specified 
by the Board or the Under Secretary 
<b) Notification of mortgagee. When¬ 
ever the Board or the Under Secretary 
determines pursuant to paragraph 
of this section that a mortgagee * ap¬ 
proval be withdrawn, the Chairman shall 
in writing notify, or cause to be notified, 
the mortgagee of such determination ana 
the extent, duration and nature of such 
withdrawal. Such notice shall specify the 
reasons for the determination and the 
facts upon which the determination is 
based and shall further specify the name 
and address of the designated Depart¬ 
mental hearing officer to whom the mort¬ 
gagee should address a request for & 
hearing pursuant to paragraph <c) 
this section. 
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<c> Hearings. Whenever the Board or 
the Under Secretary determines that a 
mortgagee’s approval be withdrawn in 
accordance with paragraph (a) of this 
section, the mortgagee shall have a pe¬ 
riod of 30 days in which to request in 
writing a hearing on such withdrawal 
action before the designated Departmen¬ 
tal hearing officer. 

<d> Conduct of hearing. Upon receipt 
of a request for a hearing, the hearing 
officer shall arrange a timely hearing. 
Notice of the time and place of such 
hearing shall be in writing, transmitted 
by registered or certified mail, return 
receipt requested. It shall be within the 
discretion of the hearing officer to deter¬ 
mine the hearing place. 

(1) The hearing officer shall be re¬ 
sponsible for the fair and expeditious 
conduct of proceedings. The Department 
shall be represented by the General 
Counsel or his designee. A record shall bo 
made of the proceedings and shall be 
made available to the parties upon re¬ 
quest. After the mortgagee against whom 
action is proposed has been afforded an 
opportunity to be heard, the hearing of¬ 
ficer shall make an Initial written deter¬ 
mination on the evidence presented. The 
hearing officer’s determination shall be 
final unless reversed or modified within 
30 days by the Secretary. Each determi¬ 
nation shall become a part of the record. 
Notice of the final determination shall 
be given in writing, signed by the hear¬ 
ing officer and transmitted by registered 
or certified mail, return receipt requested. 
The final determination shall be con¬ 
clusive. 

(t) Falluretorequestahearbig.lt the 
mortgagee does not request a hearing be¬ 
fore the Departmental hearing officer for 
a review of the Board s or the Under Sec¬ 
retary’s withdrawal determination within 
the period prescribed in paragraph Cc> 
of this section* the determination shall 
become final. 

§ 25.5 Ground* for withdrawal. 

Any withdrawal or proposed with¬ 
drawal of approval under 2 25.4 shall be 
upon one or more of the following 

grounds: 

(a) The transfer of an Insured mort¬ 
gage to a non-approved mortgagee, ex- 
to 11 203.433 or 203.435 

of Part 203. 


<t* The failure of a nonsupervised 
mortgagee or an investing mortgagee 
to submit the required annual audit re¬ 
port of its financial condition within 75 
days of the close of its fiscal year or such 
longer period as the Assistant Secretary 
for Housing Production and Mortgage 
Credit—Federal Housing Commissioner 
may determine; 

(g) The payment by the mortgagee of 
any fee. kickback, or other consideration, 
directly or indirectly, in connection with 
any Insured mortgage transaction or 
transactions to any person including an 
attorney, escrow agent, title company, 
consultant, mortgage broker, seller, 
builder, or real estate agent if such per¬ 
son has received any other payment or 
other consideration from the mortgagor, 
the seller, the builder, or any other per¬ 
son for services related to such transac¬ 
tion or transactions or from or related to 
the purchase or sale of the mortgaged 
property, except that compensation may 
be paid for the actual performance of 
such services as may be approved by the 
Assistant Secretary for Housing Produc¬ 
tion and Mortgage Credit—Federal 
Housing Commissioner; 

<h> Such other reason as the Board, 
Secretary. Under Secretary or hearing 
officer, as appropriate, determines to be 
Justified. 

§ 23.6 Effective tlttlr of withdrawat 

Withdrawal of a mortgagee's approval 
pursuant to this part shall be effective: 

(a) Immediately if the Board unani¬ 
mously determines that continuation of 
the mortgagee's approval pending a re¬ 
quest of the mortgagee for a hearing 
pursuant to 2 25.4(c) would not be in 
the public interest or in the best inter¬ 
ests of the Department; 

(b) At the expiration of the 30 day 
period specified in f 25.4(c) if the mort¬ 
gagee has not requested a hearing: or 

(c) 30 days after the hearing officer's 
written determination pursuant to 5 25 4 
(d). 

Effective date. This regulation is effec¬ 
tive as of September 12. 1075. 

Carla A. Hills, 
Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development . 
fFR Doc.75-34840 Filed 0-17-75:8:45 am] 


(b) The failure of a nonsupervised 
&U escrow funds 
received from mortgagors on account of 
ground rents, taxes, assessments and in- 
suiance premiums, and to deposit such 
lunds to a special account or accounts 
a financial institution whose ac¬ 
counts are insured by the Federal De¬ 
posit Insurance Corporation or by the 

CoStto? 8 * U> “ n lMUmncC 

of escrow funds for any 
person other than that for which they 

were received; 

<d> The failure of a nonsupervised 
0r to conduct its business in 
accordance with the plan indicated by 
Its application for approval; * Dy 

^^ation of a mortgagee’s 
1 n-Lsion by a governmental agency: 


CHAPTER 111—GOVERNMENT NATIONAL 
MORTGAGE ASSOCIATION 

SUBCHAPTER A—INTRODUCTION 

(Docket No. Rr-75-310| 

PART 300—GENERAL 
list of Attomeys-in-Fact 

Paragraphs (c) and (d) of f 300.11 are 
amended to add additional names to the 
list of attorneys-in-fact authorized to 
act on behalf of the Association and to 
delete several names from the current 
list in paragraph (c). 

Notice and public procedure on this 
amendment ore unnecessary and im¬ 
practicable because of the large volume 
of legal documents that must be executed 
on behalf of the Association In connec¬ 


tion with its recent auctions of mort¬ 
gages. 

1. Paragraph (c) of § 300.11 Is amended 
by deleting the following names from the 
current list of attorneys-ln-fact: 


Name: 

Allan E. Araeaoa__ 

Robert P. Atkina_ 

Inman L. Beavars_ 

James D. Blank_„ 

Earle ne P. Carr_ 

Warren O. Dinkins_ 

Norbert C. Greene__ 

Pranclne Karllng,...... 

Joan Lchnlng___ 

Jarneri A. McClellan_ 

Terry 8. Nooncr_ 

Richard 8tern_.. 

Marvin F. Strattman_ 

Walter B. Williams_ 


Region 

lx* Angeles, Calif. 
Chicago. Ill. 
Atlanta. Oa. 
Chicago. TU. 
Atlanta. Go. 
Dallas. Tex. 
Philadelphia, Fa. 
Chicago. XU. 

Do. 

Do. 

Dallas. Tex. 
Chicago. XXL 
Do* Angelas, Calif, 
Atlanta. Go. 


2. Paragraph (c) of 2 300.11 is further 
amended by adding the following name* 
in alphabetical sequence to the current 
list of attomeys-in-fact: 


Name: 

E. P. Carr.. 

Bennie H. Dixon_ 

William B. Enls_ 

Robert R. Foster__ 

James D. Grady, Jr.... 

Vincent C. Hehl__ 

B. J. Hendryk_ 

Arnold L. Hufstetler_ 

James C Kennedy_ 

Carroll P Kisser_ 

John H, Kline. Jr__ 

Froncln© A. Koch_ 

Clark Lauderdale_ 

Theresa M. Maul ri col o_ 

Mary Simpson_ 

Meredith C. Wright_ 


Region 
Atlanta. Oa. 

Do. 

Dallas. Tox. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
Do. 

Do. 

Dallas. Tex. 
Atlanta. Oa. 
Dallas. Tex. 
Chicago, Ill. 
Philadelphia, Pn. 
Chicago. I1L 
Dallas. Tex. 
Philadelphia. Pa. 
Dallas. Tox. 
Chicago, DL 


3. Paragraph (d) of 2 300.11 is amended 
by adding the following name in alpha¬ 
betical sequence to the current list of 
attomeys-in-fact: 


Name: Region 

William J. Burdine_ Atlanta, Oa. 


Effective date. This amendment shall 
be effective on September 18, 1975. 

It is hereby certified that the economic 
and Inflationary impacts of tills proposed 
regulation have been carefully evaluated 
in accordance with OMB Circular A-107. 

Daniel P. Kearney. 

President, Government 
National Mortgage Association. 

|PR Doc.75-24841 Filed 0-17-75:8:45 am) 


CHAPTER X—FEDERAL INSURANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

SU8CHAPTER B—NATIONAL FLOOD 
INSURANCE PROGRAM 


(Docket No. FI-8911 


PART 1916—CONSULTATION WITH 
LOCAL OFFICIALS 

Notice of Changes Made in Determinations 
of Aransas County, Texas, Base Hood 
Elevations 


On January 8. 1973. at 38 FR 1001. the 
Federal Insurance Administrator pub¬ 
lished a list of communities with Special 
Flood Hazard Areas and the map num¬ 
bers and locations where Flood Insur¬ 
ance Rate Maps were available for pub¬ 
lic inspection. The list Included Flood 
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Insurance Rate Maps for portions of 
Aransas County. 

The Federal Insurance Administration, 
after consultation with the Chief Execu¬ 
tive Officer of the community, has deter¬ 
mined that it is appropriate to modify 
the base ( 100 -year) Hood elevations of 
some locations in Aransas County. These 
modified elevations arc currently in ef¬ 
fect and amend the Flood Insurance Rate 
Map. which was in effect prior to this 
determination. A revised rate map will 
be published as soon as possible. The 
modifications arc made in accordance 
with Section 206 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234) 
and the National Flood Insurance Act of 
1068, as amended (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 Pub. L. 90-448) 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128, and 24 CFRPart 1916. 

For rating purposes, the new com¬ 
munity number is 485452A and must be 
used for all new policies and renewals. 

Under the above-mentioned Acts of 
1968 and 1973. the Administrator must 
develop criteria for flood plain manage¬ 
ment. In order for the community to 
continue participation in the National 
Flood Insurance Program, the commu¬ 
nity must use the modified elevations to 
carry out the flood plain ma n agement 
measures of the Program. These modified 
elevations will also be used to calculate 
the appropriate flood insurance premium 
rates for new buildings and their con¬ 
tents and for the second layer of Insur¬ 
ance on existing buildings and content*. 

From the date of this notice, any' per¬ 
son has 90 days in which he can request 
through the community that the Federal 
Insurance Administrator reconsider the 
changes. Any request for reconsidera¬ 
tion must be based on knowledge of 
changed conditions or new scientific or 
technical data. All interested parties are 
on notice that until the 90-day period 
elapses, the Administrator’s new deter¬ 
mination of elevations may itself be 
changed. 

Any persons having knowledge or 
wishing to comment on these changes 
should Immediately notify: 

Honorable John D. Wendell 
County Judge 
County Courtiiouae 
Rock port. Tex a* 78382 

Also, at this location is the map show¬ 
ing the new base flood elevations. This 
map is a copy of the one that will be 
printed. The numerous changes made in 
the base flood elevations on the Aran¬ 
sas County Flood Insurance Rate Map 
make It administratively infeasible to 
publish in this notice all of the base flood 
elevation changes contained on the Aran¬ 
sas County map. 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 
(Title XIII of Housing and Urban Devel¬ 
opment Act of 1068). effective January 28. 
1969 (33 FR 17804, November 28. 1968). as 
amended; 42 U.8.C. 4001-4128; and Secre¬ 
tary's delegation of authority to Federal 
Insurance Administrator 84 FR 2680. Febru¬ 


ary 27. 1969. an amended by 39 FR 2787. 
January 24.1974.) 

Issued: Scptember5,1975. 

Francis V. Reilly. 
Acting Federal 
Insurance Administrator . 
[FR Doc.73-24842 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am) 


Title 43—Public Lands: Interior 

CHAPTER II—BUREAU OF LAND 
MANAGEMENT 

APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS 
| Public Land Order No. 55231 
[Idaho 4982) 

IDAHO 

Withdrawal for National Forest Recreation 
Area 

Correction 

In FR document 75-23551. appearing 
on page 41095 in the issue of Friday. 
September 5. 1975, on page 41096, first 
column. Sec. 12 should read as follows: 
••Sec. 12. NWy«NE%NB$i. N&NEV' 4 NE , /i 
NE * 1 * 3 /*, SE V* NE Y% NE V*. E&SWViNEH 
WE*/,, N % NE V 4 SE V 4 NEV 4 . E^NEVe 
NWftNEVi. swftswveswy*.” 


I Public Land Order 5537; CA-568J 

CALIFORNIA 

Withdrawal for Natural Area 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26. 1952 (17 FR 
4831). It is ordered as follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described public lands, which 
are under the jurisdiction of the Sec¬ 
retary of tile Interior, are hereby with¬ 
drawn from all forms of appropriation 
under the public land laws. Including 
the mining laws, 30 U.S.C. Ch. 2, but 
not from leasing under the mineral leas¬ 
ing laws, and reserved for the Amargosa 
Canyon-Dumont Dunes Natural Area, In 
order to protect the historical values, 
the endangered species, and the geologi¬ 
cal features of the area: 

San Bernardino Moudian 

T. 18 N.. R.6E., 

See. 1. 

T. 18N.. R.7E. (partially surveyed). 

Sera. 1.2.3. and 4; 

Sec.S.BMtBtt: 

80 c. 6 . tots 1 aud 2 , N WH 1 
8 cc. 8 .KttEft; 

Sees. 9 and 10. 

T. 19 N.. R. 7 E. (Partially surveyed). 

Secs. 1.2, and 3; 

Sees. 10 thru 15. excepting patented Min¬ 
eral Survey 4731; 

8ocs. 21. 22. 23. 26, 27. 28. 31 thru 35. 

T. 19V* N., k 7 K. (Partially surveyed), 

Sec. 33, fractional EH: 

Sera. 34 and 35. 

T.20N.R.7B.. 

Sec. 15; 

8 ec. 21 . EHl 

Sec. 22. BH. NWtf. W%SWJ4. SW^BWH; 
Sec. 25, EH. NHNWK. SE^NWH. 

SWH.8HSWK: 


Sec. 26. lota 1 and 4. EH HIGH NE *4» NW ! 4 

NEHNEV4. NEHNWHNEH. 

NKH: NWH; 

Sec. 27. lota 1, 2, 3, 5, 6 , NEV4* NWHNW J4; 
Sec. 28. lota 1.2, and 8 ; 

Sec. 33, lota 1.2.3, andSEVi: 

Sec. 34. lota 1 thru 8 . SW|4; 

Sec. 35. lota 1. 4 thru 8 . EHS*H. sW * 

8*K. 

T. 18 N.. R 8 E . 

Sec. 0. 

T. 19 N- R. 8 EL. 

Sec. 0, fractional NW«4 (Unsurvcyed) 

T 19HN.K. 8 E. 

See. 31, fractional WH (Unsurveyed) 

The areas described aggregate 22,- 
763.48 acres In Inyo and San Bernardino 
Counties. 

2. The withdrawal made by this order 
does not alter the applicability of the 
public land laws governing the use of 
the lands under lease, license, or permit, 
or governing the disposal of their min¬ 
eral or vegetative resources other than 
under the mining laws. 

Jack O. Horton, 
Assistant Secretary 
oI the Interior 

September 11,1975. 

|FR Doc.75-24825 Filed 9-17-76:8:45 am| 


Title 47—Telecommunication 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
[Docket No. 20398, RM-2308; FCC 75-1032) 
p ART 73 — RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES 

Table of Assignments, FM Broadcast 
Stations, Oregon; Report and Order 

1 . On March 18. 1975. the Comm. - 
sion adopted a notice of proposed rule 
making (40 FR 14945>. in respond to a 
petition from Linn-Benton Broaden 
ere. Inc. (“Linn * Benton”), licensee of 
KRKT, Albany, Oregon, to delete unoc¬ 
cupied Channel 296A at Toledo. Oregon, 
and assign that channel to Albany as a 
second FM assignment. Comments have 
been received from petitioner in support 
of the proposal, and from Cambell 
Broadcasting Co. (“Cambell”), licensee 
of KFIR, Sweet Home. Oregon, in oppo¬ 
sition. Cambell has counterpro posed re¬ 
tention of Channel 296A at Toledo and 
assignment of the same channel to Su eet 
Home, at a site 65 miles from Toledo. 
This would preclude Albany from ob¬ 
taining the channel. 

2 Albany (1970 Census population 01 
18.181) Is the scat of Linn County (pop 
71,914) and located In an agricultural 
timber, and mineral region. Albany s 
population has Increased 41% since I960. 
It has three local stations—KRKT, day¬ 
time-only AM. licensed to PcttUoner. 
KWIL. unlimited time AM: and 
(FM). . 

3. Sweet Home (1970 Census popula¬ 
tion 3.799), also in Linn County, w 
located 25 miles southeast of Album _ 
Portland State University’s Center xor 
Population Research and Census esti¬ 
mates the population at 4,350 for l»|** 
Cambell claims the population of toe 
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Sweet Home area Is around 15,000 peo¬ 
ple. Sweet Home has a daytime-only AM 
station, KKIR, licensed to Cambell and 
no FM station. 

4. Toledo has a 1970 Census popula¬ 
tion of 2,818. down about 8 % from 1960. 
It has one full-time Class IV AM sta¬ 
tion, KTDO. Linn-Benton has filed a 
letter with the Commission from the li¬ 
censee of KTDO stating that while as¬ 
signment of Channel 296A Is of concern 
to him, he does not plan to apply for this 
channel in the Immediate future or con¬ 
test proponent's petition. No other re¬ 
sponses to the notice of proposed rule 
making were received from Toledo. 

5. Linn-Benton contends that Albany, 
Oregon, is a growing, active community 
with sufficient population for a second 
FM channel, and states that acquisition 
of a full-time FM station would enable 
it to compete with the local AM and FM 
stations licensed to Albany Radio Cor¬ 
poration. It also claims this assignment 
would serve the public by providing Al¬ 
bany with a fourth local aural service and 
a third nighttime local aural service. In 
support of deletion of 296A from Toledo, 
proponent notes that the AM licensee, a 
probable applicant for the channel, has 
Indicated his disinterest that Toledo Is 
decreasing In population, and that no one 
from Toledo has applied for the unoc¬ 
cupied channel or objected to its deletion. 

6 . Cambell states that its counterpro¬ 
posal retaining Channel 296A at Toledo 
and assigning It also to Sweet Home 
would provide a first local FM station and 
local nighttime service to 8 weet Home, a 
rural community which now has only a 
daytime AM station. Cambell had filed 
letters from Sweet Home civic leaders re¬ 
questing an FM channel and expressing 
need for local nighttime radio service. 
Cambell proposes a transmitter site 4 
miles southeast of Sweet Home and 65 
miles from Toledo, so that deletion of the 
co-channel from Toledo would not be 
necessary. 

7. Itls our policy In making FM assign¬ 
ments to consider the matter of preclu¬ 
sion and Its Impact on the future oppor¬ 
tunity of other communities to obtain a 
channel.' Channel 296A is the only as¬ 
signment available for either Albany or 
Sweet Home. Oregon. Assignment of the 
channel to one community would pre¬ 
clude the other from obtaining this chan¬ 
nel and no other channel appears to be 
available as a substitute. It would be Al¬ 
bany's second FM assignment or Sweet 
Home’s first. Both parties have suggested 
the assignment of Channel 272A to Sweet 
Home, but that Is now precluded by ad¬ 
jacent channel short-spacing with Chan¬ 
nel 273 assigned to Newport. Oregon,* 70 
fniles from Sweet Home. Should tho 
channel be assigned to Albany there is 


Rrquesti for Additior 
8 P C C 2d 70 (1967). i 
tor JLlS? ^ provided foe ant osslgnmrr 
communities not In » metropolis 

** 1034 0#74 >- The ™J utr 

loS^fn J* ln * a Ch * nn » 1 * MA A,d 173 


only one community with a population of 
1,000 or more in tho new preclusion area 
resulting from the originally proposed 
deletion and assignment. That U Cottage 
Grove (pop. 6,004) which has Channel 
237A, now unoccupied. Preclusion would 
not be an impediment to either of the 
proposals. Sweet Home was not consid¬ 
ered a new preclusion In the proposal In 
our original notice, because the commu¬ 
nity is within 65 miles of Toledo, making 
it already precluded by the present as¬ 
signment of Channel 296A at Toledo. 

8 . On consideration of the record, we 
conclude that Channel 296A should be 
retained at Toledo. Oregon, and that 
Channel 296A should be assigned to Sweet 
Home. Oregon. This will provide a first 
FM assignment to Sweet Home, a rural 
community which now has only a day¬ 
time AM station. The Commission places 
high priority on providing each commu¬ 
nity with at least one local FM broadcast 
station, especially predominantly rural 
communities whose only existing local 
service U a daytime AM station.* This 
result is in furtherance of section 307<b) 
of the Communications Act and the pub¬ 
lic interest. 

9. At the same time Toledo will retain 
an FM assignment. A station on Channel 
296A at Toledo would provide a first and 
second FM service to coastal areas west 
of Toledo. The statement of the existing 
AM licensee at Toledo. Oregon, that he 
has no intention of applying for an FM 
station on Channel 296A at Toledo is not 
determinative in view of our decision to 
prefer Sweet Home. This leaves the To¬ 
ledo channel unaffected. 

10. There Is an additional reason to 
favor use of the channel at Sweet Home, 
and that Is the Intermixture of a Class A 
and Class C FM channel which would 
result if the channel were assigned to 
Albany. It is Commission policy generally 
to oppose such intermixture. Tupelo, 
Ml 53 .. 42 F.C.C. 2d 884 < 1973). Proponent 
has expressed its willingness to operate a 
Class A station in competition with a 
Class C FM station in Albany, and In 
some cases' the Commission has allowed 
intermixture. Even if we concede their 
similarities to the present case, intermix¬ 
ture remains a factor disfavoring assign¬ 
ment to Albany. 

11 . The Commission does not mechani¬ 
cally apply its stated priorities, but may 
look to other considerations in assigning 
channels. Albany is the county seat. Is 
larger, and 1 ms a higher growth rate 
than Sweet Home and a second assign¬ 
ment for a place that size 1 s not incon¬ 
sistent with our population criteria. How¬ 
ever. weighing these factors, we find that 
those favoring Albany are outbalanced 
by tho priority of providing a first local 
assignment to Sweet Home. 

12 . Linn-Benton charges that Cambell 
does not intend to construct a new FM 
station at Sweet Home, but is only at¬ 
tempting to prevent competition in the 
Albany vicinity. We believe that Cam- 


•Sco,.«0., Anamosa and Iowa City, Iowa. 
46 F.CA). 2d 520. 624-25 (1974). 


bell's commitment to proceed is clear and 
subject only to the need to find a suitable 
site that meets the spacing requirements. 

13. Authority for the Amendment 
adopted herein is found in sections 4 U), 
303, and 307(b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended. 

14. Accordingly, it is ordered. That ef¬ 
fective October 24, 1975. the FM Table of 
Assignments contained in f 73.202(b) of 
the Commission's rules and regulations is 
amended insofar as the community 
named below is concerned, to read as fol¬ 
lows: 


Channel 

So. 

8 we»t Rome. Oreg____ is 6 A 

15. 7f Is further ordered. That this pro¬ 
ceeding is terminated. 

( 5 *c* 4 . 303 , 307 , 48 Stat.. as amended. 1086 . 
1082 , 1083 ; 47 UB.C. 164 . 305 . 307 ) 

Adopted: September 9. 1975. 

Released: September 15, 1975. 

Fkdehal Communications 
Commission. 

fsKALl Vincent J. Mullins. 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc. 75-24851 Flltd 9 - 17 - 75 : 8:45 ami 


Title 50—Wildlife end Fisheries 

CHAPTER I — U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE 

SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE IN¬ 
TERIOR 

PART 32—HUNTING 

Bombay Hook National Wildlife Refuge, 
Del. 

The following special regulation Is Is¬ 
sued and is effective during the period 
September 25. 1975 through January 31, 
1976 . 

8 32.12 Special regulation*; migratory 
game bird*; for individual wildlife 
refuge area*. 

Delaware 

BOMBAY HOOK NATIONAL WILDLIFE RXTUag 

Public hunting of rails and gallinules. 
mourning doves, woodcock, crows and 
common snipe on Bombay Hook National 
Wildlife Refuge. Delaware, is permitted 
during the regular 8 tate seasons on the 
South Upland Hunting Area. This open 
area, comprising 169 acres, is delineated 
on a map available at the refuge head¬ 
quarters. Smyrna. Delaware 19977 . and 
from the Regional Director. U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service. Post Office and 
Courthouse Building. Boston. Massachu¬ 
setts 02109 . Hunting shall be in accord¬ 
ance with all applicable Federal and State 
regulations covering the hunting of raifa 
and gallinules. mourning doves, wood¬ 
cock. and common snipe. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Tltlo 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32. and 
are effective through January 31. 1976. 

William C. Ashe. 

Acting Regional Director. 

V.S. Fish and Wildlife Service . 

[FR Doc. 76-24828 FHod 9 - 17 - 75 ; 8:48 am] 
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PART 32—HUNTING 

Prime Hook National Wildlife Refuge, 

Del. 

The following regulation la issued and 
Is effective during the period Septem¬ 
ber 25, 1975 through January 31. 1976. 

$32.12 Sprfiiil regulation*! : migratory 
gumr bird**; for Individual wildlife 
refuge area*. 

DlUWAU 

PRIME HOOK NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Public hunting of rails, galllnules. 
mourning doves, common snipe, wood¬ 
cock. and crows is permitted only on the 
North Hunting Area. This open area, 
comprising approximately 2.320 acres, is 
delineated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters. Milton. Delaware 1 DOGS, 
and from the Regional Director, U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service. Post Office and 
Courthouse Building. Boston, Massachu¬ 
setts 02109. Hunting shall be in accord¬ 
ance with all applicable Federal and 
State regulations covering the hunting of 
rails, galllnules, mourning doves, wood¬ 
cock, common snipe and crows subject to 
the following special conditions: 

(1) Hunting on grazing management 
units will not be allowed until October 16, 
1075. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 
50, Code of Federal Regulations. Part 
32. and are effective through January 31. 
1976. 

William C. Ashe. 

Acting Regional Director , U.S, 
Fish and Wildlife Service . 

|FT* Doc.75 24830 Filed 9 17-75;8:45 am| 


PART 32—HUNTING 
Tamarac National Wildlife Refuge, Minn. 

The following special regulation la 
Issued and Is effective on September 18, 
1975. 

§ 32.12 Special regulation*; mignilory 
game bird*; for individual wildlife 
refuge area*. 

Minnesota 

TAMARAC NATIONAL WILD LIT* lOTTCX 

Public hunting of ducks, geese, and 
coots on the Tamarac National Wildlife 
Refuge. Minnesota, Is permitted only on 
the area designated by M Publlc Hunting 
Area” signs. This open area, comprising 
12,500 acres, is delineated on a map avail¬ 
able at the Refuge Headquarters. Ro- 
chert, Minnesota 56578, and from the 
office of the Regional Director, U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service. Federal Building, 
Fort Snelllng. Twin Cities, Minnesota 
55111. Hunting shall be In accordance 
with all applicable State and Federal 
regulations. 

Ducks and coots may be taken from 
October 1, 1975. through November 16, 


1975. Hunting of geese win be permitted 
from October 1, 1975, through Novem¬ 
ber 14, 1975, both dates Inclusive. 

Portions of Tamarac Refuge open to 
hunting will be posted “Public Hunting 
Area” except as described In refuge hunt¬ 
ing maps. In addition, no persons shall, 
for the purpose of hunting, enter or leave 
the Refuge except by access roads so 
designated: and all hunters shall comply 
with further regulations which the 
Refuge Manager may prescribe. 

Use of iron shot Is required for hunting 
waterfowl and coots. Possession of lead 
shot shells while hunting waterfowl and 
coots is prohibited. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
lation supplement the regulations which 
are set forth in Title 50, Code of Fed'# 
oral Regulations. Part 32, and are effec¬ 
tive through November 16. 1975. 

Charles A. Hugulett, 
Acting Regional Director. 

|m Doc.75-24832 Piled 9-17 -75:8:45 am) 


PART 32—HUNTING 

Brigantine National Wildlife Refuge, N J. 

The following special regulation is 
issued and is effective during the period 
September 25. 1975 through January 31, 
1976. 

§ 32.12 Special regulation*; migratory 
game bird*; fur individual wildlife 
refuge area*. 

New Jersey 

brigantine national wildlife refuge 

Public hunting of rails, galllnules. 
waterfowl, and coots on the Brigantine 
National Wildlife Refuge, New Jersey, 
is permitted during established State and 
Federal seasons on only those areas 
designated by signs as open to hunting. 

These open areas ore delineated as 
Hunting Units i and 2 on maps avail¬ 
able at Refuge Headquarters. Oceanvlllc. 
New Jersey, and from the Regional Di¬ 
rector. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Post Office and Courthouse Building, 
Boston. Massachusetts 02199. 

Hunting shall be in accordance with 
State and Federal regulations covering 
the hunting of migratory game birds sub¬ 
ject to the following special condition: 

(1) On Mondays. Wednesdays, and 
Fridays on Hunting Unit 1 migratory 
waterfowl will be hunted with 12 gauge 
shotguns using steel shot available at the 
Scotts Landing Road access point Steel 
shot will be sold at a charge of not less 
than 20 e per round. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tions supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, as set forth in Title 50, Code of 
Federal Regulations, Part 32. and are ef¬ 
fective through January 31. 1976. 

William C. Ashe, 

Acting Regional Director, 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

|FR Doc.75-24833 Piled 9-17-75:8:45 am| 


PART 32—HUNTING 
Kota Game Range, Am. 

The following special regulations arc 
Issued and are effective on September 18. 
1975. 

§ 32.22 Special regulation*; upland 
game; fur individual wildlife refuse 
area*. 

ARIZONA 

kofa game range 

The public hunting of quail, cotton¬ 
tail rabbits, coyotes, gray fox, and bobc.it 
on the Kofa Game Range, Arizona. is 
permitted except In those areas desig¬ 
nated by signs as closed to hunting. The 
open area, comprising 660,000 acres, is 
delineated on maps available at refuse 
headquarters, Yuma. Arizona, and from 
the Regional Director, U. 8 . Fish and 
Wildlife Service. P.O. Box 1306, Albu¬ 
querque, New Mexico 87103. Hunting 
shall be In accordance with all applicable 
State regulations governing the hunting 
of quail, cottontail rabbits, coyotes, gray 
fox and bobcat subject to the follow me 
special conditions: 

(1) The open season for hunting quad 
on the refuge extends from October l 
1975 to February 1, 1976, inclusive. 

<2> The open season for hunting coy¬ 
otes, gray fox. bobcats and cottontail 
rabbits on the refuge extends from Oc¬ 
tober 1, 1975 to January 31, 1976, In¬ 
clusive. 

(3) Up to two (2) dogs per hunter may 
be used for the purpose of hunting and 
retrieving. 

(4) Possession or transportation of any 
loaded firearm or strung bow within or 
on any motorized vehicle or its attach¬ 
ments is prohibited. A loaded firearm 
shall mean any firearm containing any 
cartridge or ammunition in its chamber 
magazine or dip. 

(5) Possession or transportation of any 
uncased firearm within or on any motor¬ 
ized vchide or Its attachments is pro¬ 
hibited. An uncased firearm shall mean 
any firearm not encased in any holster, 
scabbard, or gun case (soft or hard’ 

( 6 ) All vehicular travel Is restricted to 
designated routes of travel as shown on 
maps delineating hunting areas <see 
above). 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50. 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32. and 
are effective through February 1. 1976 

Texas 

LACUNA ATASCOSA NATIONAL WILDLIFE 
REFUGE 

The hunting of upland game on the 
Laguna Atascosa National Wildlife Ref¬ 
uge, Texas, is suspended for the 1975-76 
hunting season. It has been determined 
that a huntable population of upland 
game is not available on the refuge th * 
year. 
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j 32.52 Special rc(pilalk>o»; big game; 
for individual wildlife r c/urc area*. 

Ajuxoma 

KOPA GAM UNGI 

The public hunting of bighorn sheep 
on<l deer on the Kof& Game Range* Ari¬ 
zona, Is permitted except in those areas 
designated by signs as closed to hunting. 
The bighorn sheep season extends from 
December 6 through December 21, 1975. 
Inclusive. The deer season extends from 
October 24 through November 9. 1975. 
hi elusive, and from November 14 through 
November 23, 1975, inclusive. The open 
bishorn sheep and deer hunting area, 
comprising 660.000 acres. Is delineated on 
maps available at refuge headquarters. 
Yuma, Arizona, and from the Regional 
Director. U S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
P.O. Box 1306, Albuquerque. New Mexico 
87103. Hunting shall be in accordance 
with a l applicable State regulations cov¬ 
ering the hunting of bighorn sheep and 
deer subject to the following special con¬ 
ditions: 

(1) Bighorn sheep limited to twelve 
(12) permits issued by the Arizona Game 
and Fish Department. 

<2) Bighorn sheep hunters may hunt 
only in those areas designated on their 
permits. 

(3) Deer limited to 700 permits issued 
by the Arizona Game and Fish Depart¬ 
ment 

(4) Possession or transportation of 
any loaded firearm or strung bow within 
or on any motorized vehicle or its at¬ 
tachment* Is prohibited. A loaded fire¬ 
arm shall mean any firearm containing 
any cartridge or ammunition in its 
chamber, magazine or clip. 

<5) Possession or transportation of 
any uncased firearm within or on any 
motorized vehicle or Its attachments is 
prohibited. An uncased firearm shall 
mean any firearm not encased in any 
holster, scabbard, or gun case (soft or 
hard). 

<6> All vehicular travel Is restricted to 
designated routes of travel as shown on 
maps delineating hunting areas (see 

above). 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
fovem hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50. 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
1975 ^ effect * ve thrott Kk December 21, 

Oklahoma 


WICITZXA MOUNTAINS WILDLIFE RXTUCE 

Th« pubHc hunting of elk on Wlchlt 
MctmiUln* Wildlife Refuge. Oklahoma. 1 
permitted only In the Plnchot-Nortl 
Mountain. Graham Plat and Quanah 
rf Mountain Unit, Hunting days w 0 
rwtrlcted to Tuesdays. Wednesday 
, Thursday*. ber.luaJng December : 
»nd ending December 11 . 1975. The opci 
hunting area, comprising 47.200 acres. 1 
delineated on maps available at refug 
^Quarter*. Cache. Oklahoma, am 
Z 0 !" Regional Director. U.S. Flsl 
“ rt W| WUfe Service, P.o. Box 1306, Al 


buquerque. New Mexico 87103. Hunting 
shall be in accordance with all applicable 
State regulations covering the hunting 
of Elk subject to the following special 
conditions: 

(1) No personnel of the Fish and Wild¬ 
life Service or of the Oklahoma Depart¬ 
ment of Wildlife Conservation are eligi¬ 
ble to hunt. 

( 2 ) Except as provided in special con¬ 
dition (3) below, the applicable portions 
of the Quanah-Elk Mountain Unit will 
be closed to all public use except elk 
hunting during hunt periods. 

(3) Authorized hunters may retain 
approved, unloaded hunting rifles and 
camp overnight (in Camp Doris only) 
during these periods when the Quanah- 
Elk Mountain Unit Is closed to all other 
public use. Such camping hunters may 
be accompanied by, not to exceed, one 
camping companion who win be confined 
to Camp Doris or refuge headquarters 
during hunt periods unless authorized to 
assist with the removal of game by the 
Refuge Manager or his agent. 

(4) Authorized hunters will comply 
with all official written refuge rules and 
regulations Issued at mandatory hunter 
briefings. 

(5) Each hunter participating in the 
hunt will be required to pay a $ 20.00 rec¬ 
reation service and facility fee on the 
day of the briefing (this fee covers gov¬ 
ernment expenses of transportation, 
guide services and indoctrination ses¬ 
sion) . Holders of “Golden Age Passports’* 
are entitled to a 50% discount on this 
$ 20.00 fee. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which arc set forth In Title 50. 
Code of Federal Regulations. Part 32, and 
are effective through December 11 . 1975. 

The following special regulation is 
Issued and Is effective on date of publi¬ 
cation In the Federal Register. The lim¬ 
ited time ensuing from the date of publi¬ 
cation to the date of the hunt and the 
requirement for hunter application and 
the processing of the application makes 
it impracticable to give public notice of 
proposed rule making. 

§32,12 Special regulation! 5 migratory 
name bird*; for individual wildlife 
refuge areas. 

New Mexico 

BOSQUE DEL APACHE NATIONAL WILDLIFE 

Rxruoa 

The public hunting of only snow, blue, 
and Ro 6 s* geese on the Bosque del Apache 
National Wildlife Refuge, New Mexico, is 
permitted from November 22 through De¬ 
cember 7. 1975. inclusive, but only on the 
area designated by signs as open to hunt¬ 
ing. This open area (Unit B), compris¬ 
ing 1,300 acres, is delineated on maps 
available at refuge headquarters. San 
Antonio. New Mexico, and from the Re¬ 
gional Director. US. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, P.O. Box 1308. Albuquerque. New 
Mexico 87103. Hunting shall be in ac¬ 
cordance with all applicable State and 


Federal regulations covering the hunting 
of geese subject to the following special 

conditions: 

(1 > An experimental program to evalu¬ 
ate field use of steel (iron) shot shells 
will be conducted this season by the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service. Steel shot 
shells are available only in 12 gauge; 
therefore, shotguns of this gauge will be 
the only legal firearms used in this hunt. 

(2) Each hunter, as he checks into the 
hunt area, may purchase up to four ( 4 ) 
steel shot shells. Shells will be sold at 4 
for $ 1 . 00 . or 25* each. Hunters will be lim¬ 
ited to the use of no more than four shells 
for each day’s hunt. It will be illegal 
within the hunt area to possess any shells 
other than the 4 steel shot shells. 

*3) Hunters will be required to apply 
(by pre-season application) for hunting 
dates. Applications are available from the 
New Mexico'Department of Game and 
Fish. Bosque del Apache National Wild¬ 
life Refuge, and the U5. Fish and Wild¬ 
life Service’s regional office. Albuquerque. 
New Mexico. 

(4) Hunters may apply as a party of 
1, 2. or 3 persons. If the application is for 
a party of less than 3 persons, the vacan¬ 
cies may be filled from other applications 
or by a daily drawing. 

(5) A hunter’s name may appear on 
only one application each season. If an 
applicant's name appears on more than 
one application, all Applications contain¬ 
ing this name are void. 

( 6 ) Applicants may show up to four 
choices of hunting dates. The deadline 
for accepting applications will be Octo¬ 
ber 25. 1975. 

(7) Hun ten selected to participate in 
each day's hunt will be assigned their 
blind by lot. 

( 8 ) Hunting Is permitted only from the 
assigned blind, with no more than three 
hunters per blind. Switching of blinds is 
prohibited. 

(9) Each hunter will pay a special 
hunter service recreation fee of $3 00 on 
the day of the hunt. Holden of ’•Golden 
Age Passports’’ are entitled to a 50% 
discount on this $3 00 fee. 

(10) Bag and possession limits will be 
two and four, respectively, of the permit¬ 
ted species except that no more than one 
Ross* goose will be permitted in the re¬ 
spective bog and possession limit. 

(11) Shooting hours shall be from sun¬ 
rise until 10 AM. 

(12) Hunters shall be present at the 
north refuge boundary on U-S. 85 no later 
than 5 AM. and must check out at the 
checking station in person no later than 
10:30 AM. 

(13) Dogs are prohibited. 

(14) The steel shot hunt program will 
continue through the 16-day hunt or un¬ 
til the refuge supply of steel shot sheels 
Is exhausted. Should the refuge supply of 
the steel shot shells become exhausted, 
hunting will continue using lead shot, 
with hunters providing their own lead 
shot shells. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth In Title 50. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Code of Federal Regulations. Part 32. and 
are effective through December 7, 1975. 

Robert F. Stephens. 

Acting Regional Director . 
Albuquerque, New Mexico. 

September 12. 1975. 

[FR Doc.75-24826 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am] 


PART 32—HUNTING 

Bombay Hook National Wildlife Refuge, 
Del. 

The following special regulation Is Is¬ 
sued and Is effective during the period 
September 25, 1975 through October 31. 
1975. 

§32.32 Special regulation*; big game; 
for individual wildlife refuge area*. 

Delaware 

BOMBAY HOOK NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Public archery hunting of deer on 
Bombay Hook National Wildlife Refuge, 
Delaware. Is permitted only on the Deer 
Hunting Area and South Upland Hunt¬ 
ing Area. These open deer hunting areas 
are delineated on maps available at ref¬ 
uge headquarters, Smyrna, Delaware 
19977 and from the Regional Director, 
US. Fish and Wildlife Service. Post Of¬ 
fice and Courthouse Building. Boston, 
Massachusetts 02109. Hunting shall be in 
accordance with all applicable State reg¬ 
ulations covering archery hunting of 
deer subject to the following special con¬ 
ditions: 

<1> Hunting by bow and arrow on the 
Deer Hunting Area Is permitted only on 
Saturdays In accordance with the State 
archery deer season. 

(2) The number of hunters admitted 
to the Deer Hunting Area at any one time 
will be restricted to 30. 

(3) Permits are required for the Deer 
Hunting Area and will be Issued on a 
flrst-comc. first-served basis one hour 
before shooting time. 

(4) Hunters using the Deer Hunting 
Area and the South Upland Hunting 
Area must show proof of completion of 
a weapons qualification test. This test 
will consist of placing two out of five 
arrows In the 9 x 14 inch chest area of a 
standard size deer target at 25 yards. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50. 
Code of Federal Regulations. Part 32, 
and are effective through October 31, 
1975. 

William C. Ashe, 

Acting Regional Director . 

U S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

|FR Doc 75-24827 Filed 9-17-75.8:45 am| 


PART 32—HUNTING 
Prime Hook National Wildlife Refuge, Del. 

The following special regulation Is is¬ 
sued and Is effective during the period 
September 25. 1975 through January 31. 
1976. 


Delaware 

PRIME HOOK NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

§ 32.32 Special regulation*; big game; 
for individual wildlife refuge area*. 

Public hunting of deer on Prime Hook 
National Wildlife Refuge. Delaware, Is 
permitted only on the North Hunting 
Area, This open deer hunting area, com¬ 
prising approximately 2.320 acres. Is de¬ 
lineated on a map available at the refuge 
headquarters, Milton, Delaware 19968, 
and from the Regional Director, US. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Post Office 
and Courthouse Building, Boston. Mas¬ 
sachusetts 02109. Hunting shall be in 
accordance with all applicable State reg¬ 
ulations covering the hunting of deer 
subject to the following conditions: 

(1) Archery hunters mast show proof 
of completion of a weapons qualification 
test. This test will consist of placing 2 
out of 5 arrows in the 9 x 14 inch chest 
area of a standard-size deer target at 25 
yards. 

(2) Primitive weapons hunters must 
show proof of completion of a weapons 
qualification test This test will consist 
of placing three consecutive rounds In a 
12 inch circle at 50 yards, firing from the 
offhand position. The type of weapon 
used for the qualification test must be 
the same type that is to be used for the 
hunt—percussion or flintlock. 

(3) Hunting on grazing management 
units will not be allowed until October 16. 
1975. 

Tlie provisions of tills special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50. 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and 
are effective through January 31, 1976. 

William C. Ashe. 

Acting Regional Director, 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

[FR Doo.75 24829 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am] 


PART 32—HUNTING 
Shiawassee National Wildlife Refuge. Mich. 

The following special regulation Is Is¬ 
sued and Is effective on September 18, 
1975. 

§ 32.32 Special regulation*: big gaiuf. 
for individual wildlife refuge area*. 

Michigan 

SHIAWASSEE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Hunting of deer with bow and arrow 
is permitted on the entire refuge area 
from 6 a.m. to 7 p.m. EST each day from 
December 1, 1975, through December 31, 
1975, only. 

Hunting shall be in accordance with 
all State regulations covering the hunt¬ 
ing of deer, subject to the following con¬ 
ditions: 

(1) All bow and arrow hunters must 
possess a valid Federal permit. These 
permits must be carried by the hunter 
whenever on refuge lands. 


(2) Applications for Federal permit 
must be received at the refuge office on 
or before October 31. 1975. 

(3) All hunters must exhibit thetr 
hunting license. Federal permit, deer tag. 
game, and vehicle contents to Feder.d 
and State Officers upon request. 

The provisions of this special reguU.- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge arm 
generally which are set forth In Title 50. 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32. 
and arc effective through December 31, 
1975. 

Robert O. Johnson 
Acting Refuge Manager Shia¬ 
wassee National Wildlife Ref¬ 
uge Saginaw , Michigan. 

September 11.1975. 

|FR Doc.75-24831 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am] 


PART 32—HUNTING 

Upper Souris National Wildlife Refuge. 

N. Dak. 

The following special regulation Is 
Issued and is effective on September 18, 
1975. 

§ 32.32 Special regulation*: big giuw; 
for individual wildlife refugr arw. 

North Dakota 

UPPER SOURIS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUfc? 

Public hunting of deer on the Upper 
Souris National Wildlife Refuge. North 
Dakota, Is permitted on all areas except 
those designated as closed. The open 
areas, comprising 31,800 acres are de¬ 
lineated on maps available at headquar¬ 
ters, Foxholm. North Dakota, and from 
the office of the Area Manager, US Fish 
and Wildlife Service. P.O Box 1897, Bis¬ 
marck, North Dakota 58501. Hunting 
shall be in accordance with all applicable 
State regulations covering the hunting of 
deer, subject to the following conditions 

<1> Deer arc the only species that may 
be taken. It is unlawful to carry fires nn* 
after the deer tag Is used. 

(2) The refuge shall be closed to aB 
vehicular travel except the main public 
roads. 

The provisions of Uils special rern^* 
tlon supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge wca* 
generally, which arc set forth in Title 
50. Code of Federal Regulations, Part 2Z 
and arc effective through November 23, 
1975. 

Don R. Perkuciiin, 
Refuge Manager, Upper Soun a 
National Wildlife Refuge Fox- 
halm , North Dakota 58733 . 

September 12,1975. 

[FR Doc.75-24834 Filed 9-17-73,8:45 •»! 


PART 32—HUNTING 
National Elk Refuge, Wyo. 

The following special regulation i*’ 
sued and Is effective on September 
1975. 
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§ 32.2 Special regulations: lug garnet 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 

WYOMTNO 

NATIONAL ELK REFUGE 

Public hunting of elk on the National 
Ek Refuge. Wyoming. Is permitted from 
October 25 through November 13. 1975, 
only on the area designated by signs as 
open to hunting. This open area, com¬ 
prising 16,327 acres Is delineated on maps 
available at refuge headquarters. Jack- 
son, Wyoming, and from the Area Man¬ 
ager. UjS. Pish and Wildlife Service, 711 
Central Avenue, Billings. Montana 59102. 
Hunting shall be in accordance with all 
applicable State regulations covering the 
hunting of elk subject to the following 
special conditions: 

(1)A special permit is required in ad¬ 
dition to a valid 1975 State Elk Hunting 
license. Sixty special permits (for two 
hunt periods) shall be issued to appli¬ 
cants by drawing at refuge headquarters 
At 4:00 p.m. on Friday, October 24, 1975 
and every Friday thereafter through 
% November 7. 1975. Thirty of these per¬ 
mits will be good for the Saturday 
through Monday period following each 
drawing and the other thirty permits 
will be good for the Tuesday through 
Thursday period following each drawing. 
No hunting will be permitted on draw¬ 
ing days. 

<2> Access-to the refuge shall be only 
through the main gate cast of refuge 
headquarters in Jackson. 

(3) Motorized vehicle travel in the 
hunt area is prohibited. Entry into the 
hunt area will be restricted to foot or 
horseback travel. Hunters may use horses 
for riding and packing. Retrieval of kills 
will be either by dragging, backpacking, 
wheeled carts (non-motorlzed), or by 
horse packing. 

<4> Persons without permits may ac¬ 
company special permit holders, but only 
permit holders arc allowed to possess a 

firearm. 

(5) Persons successful in drawing a 
permit may not draw again in succeeding 

drawings. 

<6) Permits will be revoked In the 
erent of a violation of refuge regula¬ 
tions and violations can result In denial 
or future privileges as per the Code of 
Federal Regulations. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50. 
Lode of Federal Regulations. Part 33. 
and are effective through November 13. 

Don E. Redeearn. 

Refuge Manager. 

August 27, 1975. 

[PRDoc. 75 - 24 ft 35 Filod 9-17-75;8:46 am] 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Title 39—Postal Service 

CHAPTER III—POSTAL RATE 

COMMISSION, U.S. POSTAL SERVICE 

{Docket No. RM70-3; Order No. 82] 

PART 3002—ORGANIZATION 

Order Establishing Office of Planning and 
Operations 

September 17, 1975. 

The Postal Rate Commission has de¬ 
termined that establishment of an Office 
of Planning and Operations is necessary 
and desirable in the Interests of expedi¬ 
tion and efficiency in the conduct of Com¬ 
mission business. The amendment to our 
rules of organization <39 CFR Part 3002) 
provided herin will carry out such action. 

The existing Office of the Chief Ac¬ 
countant, Office of the Chief Economist, 
and Office of the Special Assistant will 
be under the general direction of the 
Office of Planning and Operations. The 
Director of Planning and Operations will 
be responsible for supervising and co¬ 
ordinating the work of these three divi¬ 
sions. 

Since the amendment herein made in¬ 
volves matters of agency organization 
and procedure, the notice requirements 
of the Administrative Procedure Act do 
not apply. <5 U.S.C. 553.) Accordingly, 
pursuant to f 3603 of the Postal Reor¬ 
ganization Act (39 U5.C. 3603), it is 
ordered that, effective September 22. 
1975, Part 3002 of the Commission’s 
Regulations (39 CFR Part 3002) Is here¬ 
by amended as follows: 

(A) Section 3002.4 Is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 3002.1 Offirf of the Director of linn- 
nrng and Operation*. 

(a) The Director of Planning and Op¬ 
eration*. The Director of Planning and 
Operations Is responsible for coordinat¬ 
ing and supervising the work of the Of¬ 
fices of the Chief Accountant, the Chief 
Economist, and the Special Assistant In 
accordance with i 3001.8 of the rules of 
practice in this chapter, personnel of the 
Office of the Director of Planning and 
Operations do not appear as witnesses 
in hearings in any proceeding before the 
CommLsslon and take no part in the 
preparation of evidence or argument pre¬ 
sented in such hearings. 

(b) Office of the Special Assistant. The 
Office of the 8pcclal Assistant is respon- 
aible for providing, subject to the super¬ 
vision of the Director of Planning and 
Operations, such analytical research for 
the Co mm i s s i on or for an individual 
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Commissioner as the Commission or the 
Commissioner may request. In accord¬ 
ance with 4 3001.8 of the rules of practice 
in this chapter, personnel of the Office of 
the Special Assistant do not appear as 
witnesses in hearings in any proceeding 
before the Commission and take no part 
hi the preparation of evidence or argu¬ 
ment presented in such hearings. 

<c) Office of the Chief Economist. Tho 
Office of the Chief Economist, subject to 
the supervision of the Director of Plan¬ 
ning and Operations, pursues a program 
of analysis and research and serves in 
an advisory capacity on matters pertain¬ 
ing to the economic aspects of the Com¬ 
mission’s regulatory responsibilities. 
Areas of investigation include subjects 
such as methods of cost analysis, criteria 
for determining revenue contributions by 
class of service, and rate classifications 
and structures. In accordance with 
i 3001.8 of the rules of practice in this 
chapter, personnel of the Office of the 
Chief Economist do not appear as wit¬ 
nesses in any proceeding before the Com¬ 
mission and take no part In the prepara¬ 
tion of evidence or argument presented 
in such hearings, unless designated for 
duty with the Office of Technical Staff 
by formal action of the Commission. 

(d) Office of the Chief Accountant. 
Subject to the supervision of the Di¬ 
rector of Planning and Operations, the 
Office of the Chief Accountant advises 
the Commission and Individual Com¬ 
missioners with respect to accounting, fi¬ 
nancial. statistical, and related matters. 
The office is also responsible for the ac¬ 
cumulation and maintenance of data 
relevant to postal rates, fees, and mail 
classification, and analysts of the finan¬ 
cial, statistical, and operating data of 
the Postal Service. In accordance with 
8 3001.8 of the rules of practice In this 
chapter, personnel of this office do not 
appear as witnesses in hearings in any 
proceeding before the Commission and 
take no part In the preparation of evi¬ 
dence or argument presented in such 
hearings, unless designated for duty with 
the Office of Technical Staff by formal 
action of the Commission. 

§§ 3002.7, 3002.8 [Revoked] 

(B) Sections 3002.7 and 3002,8 are re¬ 
voked. 

§§3002.7.3002.8,3002.9,3002.10 [R*. 

dorignaied) 

(C) Sections 3002.9. 3002.10, 3002.11 
and 3002.12 are redesignated as 99 3002.7. 
3002.8, 3002.9. and 3002.10, respectively. 

By the Commission. 

[skalI James R. Lindsay. 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.75-26041 Filed 9-tT-75;8:45 am] 
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proposed rules 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules end regulations. The purpose of 
these notices Is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate In the rule making prior to the adoption of the finol rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Internal Revenue Service 
[ 26 CFR Part 1 ] 

EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECU- 
RITY ACT OF 1974: DEFINITIONS OF 
MULTIEMPLOYER PLAN ANr PLAN AO- 
MINISTRATOR 

Proposed Rule Making 

Notice U hereby given that the regula¬ 
tions set forth In tentative form In the 
attached appendix are proposed to be 
prescribed by the Commissioner of Inter¬ 
nal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury or his dele¬ 
gate. Prior to the final adoption of such 
regulations, consideration will be given 
to any comments pertaining thereto 
which are submitted In writing (prefer¬ 
ably six copies) to the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue. Attention: CC:LR:T, 
Washington. D.C.. 20224. by October 20. 
1975. Pursuant to 26 CFR 601.601(b), 
designations of material as confidential 
or not to be disclosed, contained In such 
comments, will not be accepted. Thus, 
persons submitting written comments 
should not Include therein material that 
they consider to be confidential or in¬ 
appropriate for disclosure to the public. 
It will be presumed by the Internal Reve¬ 
nue Service that every written comment 
submitted to it in response to this notice 
of proposed rule making is intended by 
the person submitting it to be subject 
in ita entirety to public Inspection and 
copying In accordance with the proce¬ 
dures of 26 CFR 601.702(d) (9). Any per¬ 
son submitting written comments who 
desires an opportunity to comment orally 
at a public hearing on these proposed 
regulations should submit a request, in 
writing, to the Commissioner by Octo¬ 
ber 20. 1975. In such case, a public hear¬ 
ing will be held, and notice of the time, 
place, and date will be published in a 
subsequent issue of the Federal Register. 
unless the person or persons who have 
requested a hearing withdraw their re¬ 
quests for a hearing before notice of the 
hearing has been filed with the Office of 
the Federal Register. The proposed reg¬ 
ulations are to be issued under the au¬ 
thority contained in sections 414 (f) and 
(g) and 7805 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954 <88 Stat. 927: 26 U.8.C. 
414 (f) and <g>; and 68A Btat 917; 26 
U.S.C. 7805). 

Donald C. Alexander. 

Commissioner of Internal Revenue . 

This document contains proposed 
amendments to the Income Tax Regula¬ 
tions (26 CFR Part l) conforming such 
regulations for plan years ending after 
September 2, 1974, to subsections (f) and 


(g) of section 414 of the Internal Re¬ 
venue Code of 1951. as added by section 
1015 of the Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act of 1974 <88 8tat. 927) (here¬ 
inafter referred to as “the Act”). 

Section 1015 of the Act adds section 
414. containing definitions and special 
rules with respect to part I of subchapter 
D of chapter 1 of the Code. 

Section 414(f), as added by the Act, 
defines the term “multlcmployer plan" as 
a plan maintained pursuant to a collec¬ 
tive bargaining agreement and requir¬ 
ing more than one employer to con¬ 
tribute to the plan. Such a plan Is a 
multiemployer plan for the plan year 
only If no employer makes 50 percent or 
more of the contributions made to the 
plan for that plan year by all employers 
making contributions. This percentage 
becomes 75 percent for any plan year 
following the plan year in which the plan 
met the 50 percent contribution require¬ 
ment and continues to be 75 percent until 
the first plan year following a plan year 
in which one employer contributed 75 
percent or more of the total amount of 
contributions made to the plan for that 
plan year by all employers making con¬ 
tributions. In such case, the Act pro¬ 
vides that a plan would not again be a 
multiemployer plan until a plan year in 
which the 50 percent contribution re¬ 
quirement is satisfied. Further, the Act 
requires that the amount of benefits pay¬ 
able with respect to each participant will 
be paid even though an employer of a 
participant subsequently ceases making 
contributions to the plan, except to the 
extent the benefits accrued as a result of 
sendee with that employer before such 
employer was a member of the plan. The 
proposed regulations provide rules for 
determining the extent to which benefits 
are deemed to have accrued as a result of 
service with an employer before such em¬ 
ployer was a member of the plan. For 
purposes of applying the rules of section 
414(f). the Act provides that controlled 
groups of corporations are deemed to be 
one employer. The Secretary of Labor Is 
authorized to prescribe by regulations 
other requirements for a multiemployer 
plan. The proposed regulations under 
section 414(f) of the Code also apply for 
purposes of section 3 (37) of the Act. 

Section 414(g). as added, defines the 
term “plan administrator" as the person 
specifically designated plan administra¬ 
tor by the plan instrument. If no person 
is so designated, the employer is the plan 
administrator where the plan is main¬ 
tained by a single employer. Where the 
plan is maintained by an employee orga¬ 
nization. the employee organization is 
the plan administrator. Where the plan 
is maintained by more than one em¬ 


ployer, or jointly by one or more employ¬ 
ers and one or more employee organiza¬ 
tions. the group consisting of the repre¬ 
sentatives of the parties who maintain 
the plan is the plan administrator. If the 
plan administrator may not be deter¬ 
mined by the foregoing rules, the plan 
administrator Is the person or persona 
who actually control the cash or prop¬ 
erty contributed to the plan. 

Proposed amendments to the repula- 
tions. In order to conform the Income 
Tax Regulations (26 CFR Part 1) to sub¬ 
sections (f) and (g) of section 414 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. as added 
by section 1015 of the Employee Retire¬ 
ment Income Security Act of 1974 
StAt. 927). such regulations are amended 
by inserting the following new sections 
immediately after 1 1.405-3. 


§ 1.414(f) Statutory provisiotia; multi- 
employer plan. 

Sec. 414. Definitions and special mlt* • * • 

(1) Multiem plotter plan — (1) In prnersl 
For purpraee of thU pert, the term "muni- 
employer plan" mean* a plan— 

(A) To which more than one employer H 
required to contribute, 

(B) Which la maintained punnan: to * 
collective-bargaining agreement between 
employee representative* and more than c-nt 
employer, 

(C) Under which the amount of contri¬ 
butions made under the plan for a pt*n 
year by each employer making such eoatrl- 
button* la iesa than 50 percent of the aggre¬ 
gate amount of contributions made under 
the plan for that plan year by aU employ 
making such contributions. 

(D) Under which benefits are parable 
with respect to each participant without re¬ 
gard to the cessation of contribution* by the 
employer who employed that participant ex¬ 
cept to the extent that auch benefit* accrued 
a* a result of service with the employer be¬ 
fore such employer was required to con¬ 
tribute to such plan, and 

(S) Which satisfies such other require¬ 
ments as the Secretary of Labor may by 
regulations prescribe. 

(2) Special rules. For purposes cf tb* 


subsection— 

(A) If a plan is a multiemployer plan wlto- 
in the meaning of paragraph (1) for any plan 
year, subparagraph (C) of paragraph (U 
shall be applied by substituting ”75 percent 
for ”50 percent” for each subsequent pan 
year until the first plan year following ft plan 
year In which the plan had one employer 
made contributions of 75 percent or n*>re« 
the aggregate amount of contribution* n»*oe 
under the plan for that plan year by au 
employers making such contributions 

<B) AU corporations which are members 
of a controlled group of corporations (witm 
the meaning of section 1663(a). deterrn 
without regard to section 1563(e)(3) (CH 
shall be deemed to be one employer. 

ISec. 414(f) as added by see. 101 
Retirement Income Security Act 1974 (ru 
L 93-400. 68 Stat. 927) ] 
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§ 1.114(0—1 D s dmftin n of tnuJtu'tn- 
ployer piaa. 

»a> General rule. For purposes of part 
I of subchaptcr D of chapter 1 of the 
Code and the regulations thereunder, a 
plan Is a multiemployer plan for a plan 
year If all of the following requirements 
are satisfied: 

• 1) Number of contributing employers. 
More than one employer is required by 
the plan Instrument or other agreement 
to contribute to the plan for the plan 
year with respect to the employees par¬ 
ticipating in the plan. 

(2> Collective bargaining agreement . 
The plan is maintained for the plan year 
pursuant to a collective bargaining 
agreement between employee represent¬ 
atives and more than one employer. 

(3) Amount of contributions. Except 
a* provided by paragraph (b) of this 
section (relating to the special rule for 
contributions exceeding 50 percent), the 
amount of contributions made under the 
plan for the plan year by each employer 
making contributions is less than 50 per¬ 
cent of the total amount of contributions 
made under the plan for such plan year 
by all employers making contributions. 

(4) Benefits. For the plan year, the 
plan provides that the amount of bene¬ 
fit* payable with respect to each em¬ 
ployee participating in the plan Is de¬ 
termined without regard to the cessation 
of contributions by an employer of a par¬ 
ticipant, except to the extent such bene¬ 
fits accrued as a result of the partici¬ 
pant's service with that employer during 
a period before such employer was a 
member of the plan. 

<5> Other requirements. For the plan 
year, the plan satisfies such other re¬ 
quirements as the Secretary of Labor 
may by regulations prescribe under the 
authority of section 414(f) ( 1 > <E> of the 
Code and section 3(37) of the Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 
(Public Law 93-406. 88 SUt. 839). See 
Labor Department regulations sections 
3505.1 through 2505.4 proposed In the 
Pvdcbal Rrctstw for December 4, 1974 
(39 F.R. 42234). 


Por purposes of paragraphs (a)(3) and 
of this section, the amount of con¬ 
tributions made under the plan for the 
Plan year by each employer shall be the 
jum of such contributions made on or 
before the last day of the plan year. For 
purposes of determining whether con- 
uibutlom are made on or before the last 
uay of the plan year, the rule of section 
412(c) (10) and the regulations there- 
^ sh &U apply (relating to contribu- 
uons made two and one-half months 
wter the last day of the plan year). For 
Purposes of paragraph (b)(4) of this 
wnion, a benefit is deemed to have oc- 
“ * r «»ult of the participant's 
jinnee with an employer during a period 
oeiore such employer was a member of 
f^ 1 ?—L the extent there Is any dlf- 
be , tween Participant's accrued 
Benefit calculated under the plan on the 

trihL^ em j? k> l ,er «*M* malting con- 
under the plan and the par- 
accrued benefit calculated 
xttbout regard to his aerrice with such 


employer during a period before such 
employer first became a member of the 
plan. However, such a benefit deemed to 
have accrued os a result of the partici¬ 
pant's service before his employer be¬ 
came a member of the plan may not ex¬ 
ceed the benefit accrued under the plan 
as in effect on the date the employer first 
became a member of the plan. An em¬ 
ployer shall be deemed to be a member of 
the plan for tire period during which he 
employs any individual who. solely by 
reason of such employment, is an active 
participant in the plan. For purposes of 
section 414(f) and tills section, all cor¬ 
porations which are members of a con¬ 
trolled group of corporations (within 
the meaning of section 1563(a) and the 
regulations thereunder, but determined 
without regard to section 1563(e) (3) (C) 
and the regulations thereunder) aro 
deemed to be one employer. 

(b) Contributions exceeding 50 per¬ 
cent. It a plan was a multiemployer plan 
as defined ftn this section for any plan 
year (including plan years ending prior 
to September 3. 1974). “75 percent'* shall 
be substituted for “50 percent” In apply¬ 
ing paragraph (a) (3) of this section for 
subsequent plan years until the first plan 
year following a plan year in which one 
employer contributed 75 percent or more 
of the total amount of contributions 
made under the plan for that plan year 
by all employers making contributions. 
In such case “75 percent” shall not again 
be substituted for “50 percent" until the 
plan lias met the requirements of para¬ 
graph <a) of tills section (determined 
without regard to this paragraph) for 
one plan year. 

(c> Examples. The application of this 
section is illustrated by the following 
examples. For purposes of these ex¬ 
amples. assume that the plan meets the 
requirements of paragraphs (a) (1), (2), 
(4), and (5) of this section for each plan 
year. 

Example (1). On January 1, 197#. U, V, and 

W. three employers none of which is a mem¬ 
ber of a controlled group of corporations 
with any of the other two employers, estab¬ 
lish a plan with a plan year corresponding 
to the calendar year. U. V. and W each con¬ 
tribute less than one-half of the total con¬ 
tribution* mode under the plan for each of 
the years 1970. 1971. and 1972. For the years 
1973. 1974. and 1075, U contributes 70 per¬ 
cent and V and W each contribute 15 percent 
of the total contributions made under the 
plan for each year. The plan is a multi - 
employer plan under section 414 (f) and 
this soetkm for 1075 because no employer 
has contributed 75 percent or more of the 
total amount contributed for each of the 
plan years subsequent to 1972. 

Example (2). (1) Ftrat plan pear. On Jan¬ 
uary 1, 1975, X. Y. and Z. three employers 
none of which hi a member of a controlled 
group of corporations with any of the other 
two employers, establish a plan with a plan 
year corresponding to the calendar year. 

X. Y, and Z each contribute less than one- 
half of the total contributions made under 
the plan for 1975. Tho plan Is a multi- 
employer plan for 1976 because It meets the 
50 percent contribution requirement of par¬ 
agraph (a) (3) of this section. 

(il) Second plan pear. For the second plan 
year, 1976, X contributes 70 percent and 


Y and Z each contribute 15 percent of the 
total contributions made under the plan. 
The plan Is a multi employer plan for 1976 
because it was a multiemployer plan for the 
preceding plan year and satisfies the 75 per¬ 
cent contribution requirement of paragraph 
(b) of this section. 

(ill) Third plan pear. For the third plan 
year, 1977. X contributes 80 percent and Y 
and Z each contribute 10 percent of the total 
contributions made under the plan. The plan 
Is not a muUiemj>!oyer plan for 1977 because 
It fails to satisfy the 75 percent contribution 
requirement of paragraph (b) of this 
section. 

(Iv) Fourth plan pear. For the fourth plan 
year. 1978, Y contributes 60 percent and X 
and Z each contribute 20 percent of the 
total contributions made under the plan. 
The 75 percent contribution requirement of 
paragraph (b) of this section does not apply. 
The plan is not a mnltiemployer plan for 
1978 because It falls to satisfy the 50 per¬ 
cent contribution requirement of paragraph 
(a) (3) of this section. 

(v) Fifth plan pear. For the fifth plan 
year. 1979, X, Y. and Z each contribute less 
than one-half of the total contributions 
mode under the plan. The 75 percent con¬ 
tribution requirement of paragraph (b) of 
this section does not apply. The plan is a 
mnltiemployer plan for 1979 because It again 
meets tho 50 percent contribution require¬ 
ment of paragraph (a)(3) of this section. 

(rl) Sixth plan pear. For the sixth plan 
year. 1980, the plan will continue to be a 
multiomployer plan, provided that no em¬ 
ployer contributes 75 percent or more of the 
total amount of contributions made under 
the plan for the plan year. 

<d> Retention of records. (1) For plan 
years ending prior to September 3. 1974, 
a plan may be required to furnish proof 
that it met the requirement* of section 
414(f) and this section for each plan 
year ending prior to that date to the 
extent necessary to show the applicabil¬ 
ity of the 75 percent test provided in 
paragraph (b) of this section. 

(2) For plan years ending after Sep¬ 
tember 2. 1974, a plan may be required 
to furnish proof that it met the require¬ 
ments of section 414(f) and this section 
for six immediately preceding plan 
years. 

§ 1.414(g) Statutory provision*; plan 
a<lniinL»trator. 

See. 414. Definitions and tpccial rules. 

• • • 

(g) Plan administrator. For purposes of 
this part, the term "plan administrator" 
means— 

(1) The person specifically so designated 
by tho terms or tho Instrument under 
which the plan is operated; 

(2) In the absence of a designation re¬ 
ferred to In paragraph (1) — 

(A) In the case of a plan maintained by 
a single employer, such employer. 

(B) In the case of a plan maintained by 
two or more employer* or jointly by one or 
more employers and one or more employe* 
organizations, the association, committee, 
joint board of trustees, or other similar 
group of representatives of the parties who 
maintained the plan, or 

(O) In any case to which subparagraph 
(A) or (B) does not apply, such other per¬ 
son as the Secretary or his delegate may by 
regulations prescribe. 

(Sec. 414(g) as added by sec. 1015, Employee 
Retirement Income Security Act 1974 (Pub. 
L. 03-406, 88 8t*t 917) ] 
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§ l.4H(n)-l Definition of plan nilmin- 
Istmtor* 

<a) In general. For purposes of part I 
of subchapter D of chapter 1 of the 
Code and the regulations thereunder, if 
the instrument under which the plan is 
operated for a plan year specifically des¬ 
ignates a person as plan administrator 
of the plan, such person Is the plan ad¬ 
ministrator of the plan for the plan year. 
In the absence of a person so designated 
as the plan administrator of the plan by 
the instrument under which the plan is 
operated, the plan administrator of the 
plan for the plan year is the person de¬ 
scribed in paragraphs (b) (1), (2), or 
(3) of this section (whichever applies). 

(b) Plan administrator not specifically 
designated. If no person is specifically 
designated as the plan administrator of 
the plan for a plan year by the instru¬ 
ment under which the plan is estab¬ 
lished or operated, the plan administra¬ 
tor of the plan for such year is the per¬ 
son determined under the following 
rules: 

(1) Single employer. In the case of a 
plan maintained by a single employer, 
the employer is the plan administrator. 

(2) Employee organization. In the case 
of a plan maintained by an employee or¬ 
ganization, the employee organization Is 
the plan administrator. 

(3) Group representing the parties. In 
the case of a plan maintained by two or 
more employers, or Jointly by one or more 
employers and one or more employee 
organizations, the association, commit¬ 
tee, Joint board of trustees, or other sim¬ 
ilar group of representatives of the par¬ 
ties who maintain the plan, as the case 
may be. Is the plan administrator. 

(4) Person in control of assets . In any 
case where a plan administrator may 
not be determined by application of para- 
graps (a) and (b) <1). (2) and (3) of 
this section, the plan administrator is 
the person or persons actually respon¬ 
sible. whether or not under the terms of 
the plan, for the control, disposition, or 
management of the cash or property re¬ 
ceived by or contributed to the plan, 
irrespective of whether such control, 
disposition, or management is exercised 
directly by such person or persons or in¬ 
directly through an agent or trustee 
designated by such person or persons. 

|FR Doc.75-24023 Filed 0-15-75:4:18 pm 1 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Geological Survey 
[ 30 CFR Part 250 ] 

DRILLING AND DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAMS 

Proposed Procedures for State Considera¬ 
tion of OCS Oil and Gas Development 

Plans 

Correction 

In FR document 75-24459, appearing 
on page 42559 in the issue of Monday, 
September 14, 1975. the new portions of 
the proposed regulations were to be 
shown in a different type size. This docu¬ 
ment Indicates the new portions as fol¬ 
lows: 


1. In paragraph (b> the new text be¬ 
gins with the sixth line reading “The 
development plan except for those 
• • •“ and ends with the last line read¬ 
ing «• • • out further delay." 

2. New paragraph (c) is added. 

3. Former paragraph (c) was redesig¬ 
nated as paragraph (d). 

4. Former paragraph (d) was redesig¬ 
nated ns paragraph <e) and the last 
sentence added. 

No deletions or changes other than the 
additions noted above are proposed. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 924 ] 

HANDLING OF FRESH PRUNES GROWN IN 
DESIGNATED COUNTIES IN WASHING¬ 
TON AND IN UMATILLA COUNTY, ORE¬ 
GON 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making With Re¬ 
spect to Decreasing the Assessment 
Rato for the 1975-76 Fiscal Period 

This notice invites written comment 
relative to the proposal of the Washing¬ 
ton-Oregon Fresh Prune Marketing 
Committee to decrease its rate of assess¬ 
ment from $0.80 per ton of prunes to 
$0.70. This Committee locally adminis¬ 
ters Marketing Order 924, as amended. 

Consideration is being given to the 
following proposal submitted by the 
Washington-Oregon Fresh Prune Mar¬ 
keting Committee, established under the 
amended marketing agreement and Or¬ 
der No. 924 (7 CFR Part 924; 39 FR 
33305; 34644) regulating the handling 
of fresh prunes grown In designated 
counties In Washington and in Umatilla 
County. Oregon, effective under the ap¬ 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), as the 
agency to administer the terms and 
provisions thereof. The Committee now 
estimates that the Oregon-Washington 
prune crop will be larger than was antici¬ 
pated at the time of the Committee meet¬ 
ing on June 3. 1975. As a result, the cur¬ 
rent assessment rate, if continued 
throughout the entire season, would 
generate income In excess of expenses. 
In order to bring both in line, the Com¬ 
mittee proposes lowering the assessment 
rate. 

The proposal is that the provisions of 
paragraph (b) of 4 924.215 (40 FR 

37028) be amended to read as follows: 

§ 921.215 Expends rate of as#rwnarnt 
and carryover of unexpended! «**-«***- 
men! fund*. 


(b) Rate of Assessment. The rate of 
assessment for said period, payable by 
each handler in accordance with 4 924.41 
Is hereby Axed at $0.70 per assessable ton 
of fresh prunes. 

• • • • • 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments in connec¬ 
tion with the aforesaid proposal should 
file the same, in Quadruplicate, with the 


Hearing Clerk, United States Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Room 112, Adminis¬ 
tration Building, Washington. DC. 
20250, not later than September 25, 
1975. All written submissions made pur¬ 
suant to thLs notice will be made avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the office 
of the Hearing Clerk during regular 
business hours <7 CFR 1.27(b) ). 

Dated: September 15. 1975. 

Floyd F. Hedlund, 
Director. Fruit and Vegetable 
Division. Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Service , 

IFR Doc.75-24919 Filed 9-17-75.8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 75 ] 

I Airspace Docket No. 75-NW-211 
JET ROUTE 
Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
<FAA> is considering an amendment to 
Part 75 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions that would designate a Jet route 
between Europe. Oreg.. and Spokane, 
Wash., via The Dalles. Oreg. 

Interested persons may parttclpav In 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments ax 
they may desire. Communications slvould 
identify the airspace docket number and 
be submitted in triplicate to the Director. 
Northwest Region. Attention: Chief. Air 
Traffic Division, Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. FAA Building, Boeing 
Field. Seattle, Wash. 98108. All commu¬ 
nications received on or before October 
20. 1975, will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
The proposal contained In this notice 
may be changed in the light of com¬ 
ments received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration. Ofllce 
of the Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket. AOC-24. 800 Independence Ave¬ 
nue, S.W., Washington. D.C, 20591 An 
informal docket also will be available for 
examination at the office of the Region*'! 
Air Traffic Division Chief. 

The FAA proposes to amend Part 75 
by designating a Jet route between Eu¬ 
gene VORTAC and Spokane VORTAC 
via The Dalles VORTAC. In order to re¬ 
duce pilot/controller communications 
and to simplify flight planning, it is P ro * 
posed to designate a Jet route over this 
frequently used route. 1 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 UB.C. 1348 a>) 
and section 6(0 of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.8.C. 1655<c! >. 


t Map filed m part of the origin docu- 
ment. 
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Issued in Washington. D.C.. on Sep¬ 
tember 12 . 1M5. 

William E. Bkoadwatzx, 

Chief , Airspace and AO- 
Traffic Rule » Division. 
[PR Doc.7* 347M Piled 9-17-71; 3:4i am] 


Office of the Secretary 
[49 CFR Part 10] 

(OST Dookst No 30; Notice No. 76-7] 

MAINTENANCE OF AND ACCESS TO 
RECORDS PERTAINING TO INDIVIDUALS 

Supplemental Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making 

In the August 14. 1975, Issue of the 
Federal Rxgister (40 FR 34142). the De¬ 
partment of Transportation publish eda 
notice of proposed rule making (OST 
Docket No. 39; NoUce No. 75-4) that 
would implement the Privacy Act of 1974 
(Pub. L. 93-679) by setting forth rule* 
and procedures for notification of the 
existence of records, obtaining copies of 
records and correction of records. This 
document supplements the notice by re¬ 
vising three sections of the proposed 
rules and adding an Appendix I that 
identifies the systems of records which 
the Department of Transportation pro¬ 
poses to exempt from certain provisions 
of the Privacy Act. in accordance with 
sections 3 (j) (2) and (k) of the Act 
(Pub. L 93-579; 5 U. 8 .C. 552a (J) (2) 
and (k)). Appendices A through H. to be 
published with the final regulations, will: 

( 1 ) Describe the places and times at 
which records will be available for In¬ 
spection and copying; 

(2) Indicate the systems of records 
located at each facility; 

(3) Identify the officials having au¬ 
thority to deny requests for disclosure 
of records; and 

(4) Describe the procedures to be fol¬ 
lowed In requesting correction of a 

record. 

1. Section 10.1 of the proposed regula¬ 
tions is amended by adding a paragraph 
<d>. to read as follows: 

§ 10.1 Applicability. 

• • • • • 

'd> Appendix I to this part identifies 
systems of records which are exempt 
from some of the requirements of this 
part, in accordance with Subpart G and 
5 U.S.C. 552 (a). (J) and (k>. Appendix 
I may be amended by the General Coun¬ 
sel upon the request of the Assistant 
w*rctary for Administration in the case 
or a system of records maintained by the 
Office of the Secretary or the Adminis- 
l . n of a system of records 

maintained by an operating adminis¬ 
tration. 

illation. V° n 10 8 i o{ 0,6 proposed re«- 
U amend<<1 b y revising the In- 

sjssajs !* 01 <b> - “ 

e 10.61 Genera] ox era P**oiw. 

. 

eral L'i?i!. re<, . ulrmenta deluding gen- 
hu notice) of sections 553 <b> Cl). (2) 


and (3). and (c) and (e) of title S, United 
States Code, will be met by publication 
In Appendix I to this part, which must, 
at a minimum, specify: 

• • • • • 

3. Section 10.63 of the proposed reg¬ 
ulations U amended by revising the In¬ 
troductory text of paragraph <b), to read 
as follows: 

§ 10.63 Specific exemption*. ^ 

• • • • • 

(b) The requirements (Including gen¬ 
eral notice) of sections 553 (b> (1). (2) 
and (3). and (c) and (e> of title 5, United 
States Code, will be met by publication 
In Appendix I to this part, which must, at 
a minimum, specify: 

• • • • • 

The Department proposes to publish 
an Appendix I to the regulations, exempt¬ 
ing the following systems of records from 
the specified provisions of (lie Privacy 
Act of 1974, in accordance with sections 
fj) (2) and (k) (2) and (6) of the Act: 

ATPBMDIX I — KXKMmOKS 
I. General exemption*. 

Thou* portions of tho following systems 
of records that consist of (a) Information 
complied tor the purpose of identifying in¬ 
dividual criminal offenders and alleged of¬ 
fenders and consisting only of identifying 
data and notations of arrests, the nature and 
disposition of criminal charges, sentencing, 
confinement, rcloaso, and parole and proba¬ 
tion status; (b) information complied for the 
purpose of a criminal Investigation. Includ¬ 
ing reporta of Informants and investigators, 
and associated with an identifiable individ¬ 
ual; or (c) reports identifiable to an in¬ 
dividual compiled at any stage of tty* prooess 
of enforcement of the criminal laws from 
arrest or Indictment through release from 
supervision, are exempt from aU parts of 
5 UJ8.C. 552(a) except subsections (b). (c) 
(0 and (2). (e)(4) (A) through <F), ( C ) 
(«>. (7). (9). (10). and (II). and (I): 

A. The Investigations Record System 
maintained by the Investigations Division. 
Office of Investigations and Security, Office of 
the Secretary. * 

B. Police Warrant Files and Central Files 
maintained by the Police Branches. Wash¬ 
ington National and Dulles International Air¬ 
ports. Federal Aviation Administration. 

The purpose of these exemptions Is to 
prevent the compromise or Impairment of 
criminal Investigations conducted by the 
Office of Investigations and Security and the 
Airport Police Branches. 

II Specific exemption s. 

A. The following systems of records are ex¬ 
empt from subsections (c)(3) (Accounting 
of Certain Disclosures). (d) (Access to 

Records). (e)(4)(G). (H) and (I) (Agency 
Requirements), and (f) (Agency Rules) of 5 
U-S.C. 552a: 

1. Investigative Record System maintained 
by the Federal Aviation Administration at 
FAA Regional and Center Air Transportation 
Security Divisions; the Investigations and 
Security Division. Aeronautical Center; and 
Offioe of Investigations and Security. FAA 
Headquarters, Washington. D.C. 

2. FHWA Investigations Case File System, 
maintained by the Offioe of Program Review 
and Investigation*. Federal Highway Ad¬ 
ministration. 

3. FHWA Motor Carrier Safety Proposed 
Civil and Criminal Enforcement Cases, main¬ 
tained by the Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety, 
Federal Highway Administration. 


The purpose of these exemptions is to pro¬ 
tect investigatory materials compiled for law 
enforcement purposes. Disclosure of such 
material would hamper law enforcement by 
prematurely disclosing the knowledge of il¬ 
legal activity and the evidentiary basis for 
possible enforcement actions. 

B The following systems of records are ex¬ 
empt from subsection* (c) (3) (Accounting of 
Certain Disclosures), and (d) (Aocees to 
Records) of 6 US.C. 551a: 

1. Personnel Security Records System 
maintained by the Office of Investigations 
and Security, Office of the Secretary. 

2. Alaska Railroad Security and Freight 
Claims Investigatory Flies maintained by the 
Alaska Railroad. Federal Railroad Adminis¬ 
tration. 


The purpose of these exemptions is to prevent 
the compromise or Impairment of law en¬ 
forcement investigations by alerting in¬ 
dividuals that they are the subject of In¬ 
vestigation. and to prevent the disclosure of 
the Identity of sources of Information 
promised confidentiality, 

C. The system of records known as tho 
Alaska Railroad Examination of Operating 
Personnel, maintained by the Alaska Rail¬ 
road. Federal Railroad Administration, la ex¬ 
empt from the provisions of subsection (d) 
of 5 U5.C. 552a. The release of these records 
would compromise their value as impartial 
measurement standards for appointment and 
promotion within the Federal Service. 


Interested persons are Invited to sub¬ 
mit written data, views or comments. 
Communications should ldcnUfy tho 
docket number and be submitted to tho 
Docket Clerk. Office of the General 
Counsel. Deportment of Transportation. 
Washington, DC. 20590. Comments re¬ 
ceived on or before September 22 , 1975, 
will be considered In preparation of tho 
final rules. Copies of all written com¬ 
ments received will be available for ex¬ 
amination by Interested persons during 
regular business hours at the above ad¬ 
dress both before and after September 22 , 


-- vs A life UUUk.JU5 15 

issued under the authority of the Privacy 
Act (Pub. L. 93-579, December 31, 1974: 5 
U.S.C. 552a > and 5 U.S.C. 553 . 


Issued In Washington. D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 12 . 1975. 


William T. Coleman. Jr., 
Secretary of Transportation . 

(FR Doc.75-24302 Filed 9-15-75;2:59 pm| 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 2 ] 

TELEMETRY AND REMOTE CONTROL 
OPERATIONS 

Second Erratum 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 75-24008, appearing In the 
second column on page 42028 In the Issue 
for Wednesday. September 10 . 1975. the 
following correction should be made. 

A third paragraph should appear Im¬ 
mediately above the table. It should con¬ 
sist of the following two lines which were 
printed In error as part of FR Doc. 75- 
24007 at the top of the first column on 
page 42028: 
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"In Part I. 5 2.106. the frequency table 
Is corrected to read as follows:** 


[47 CFR Part 73 ] 

| Docket No. 10816. RM-1851. RM 1874| 

EDUCATIONAL BROADCAST APPLICANTS 

Ascertaining of Community Problems; 

Order Extending Time for Filing Com¬ 
ments 

In the matter of ascertainment of 
community problems by educational 
broadcast applicants; amendment of 
Section IV (Statement of Program Serv¬ 
ice) of PCX: Broadcast Application 
Forms 340 and 342 (Noncommercial Ed¬ 
ucational Broadcast Applications); and 
formulation of rules and policies relating 
to the renewal of educational broadcast 
licenses. 

1. On July 30. 1975. the Commission 
adopted a further notice of inquiry and 
further notice of proposed rule making In 
the above-entitled proceeding. Publica¬ 
tion was given In the Federal Register 
on August 15. 1975. 40 FR 34382. The 
date for filing comments Is presently 
September 15. 1975. 

2. On September 3. 1975. Dow. Lohnes 
and Albertson, counsel for several par¬ 
ties, requested that the Ume for filing 
comments be extended to and Including 
October 7, 1975. Counsel points out that 
the Commission's Further Notice was not 
released until August 14, 1975. thereby 
reducing the comment period by one- 
third. Counsel states that this delay had 
a particularly adverse impact because 
Important staff members of many non¬ 
commercial educational stations were on 
vacation during the last two weeks of 
August, and were not available to pro¬ 
vide information for further comments. 
Counsel adds that full participation will 
be impossible unless time Ls alio /ed for 
deliberate consideration of the Further 
Notice. 

3. We arc of the view that the public 
Interest would be served by extending the 
time in this proceeding. Accordingly, it 
is ordered . That the date for filing com¬ 
ments Is extended to and including Oc¬ 
tober 7. 1975. 

4 . This action Is taken pursuant to au¬ 
thority found in Sections 4(1) 5Cd)(l). 
and 303 (r) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, and 55 0.281 and 
1.46 of the Commission’s rules. 

Adopted: September 8, 1975. 

Released: September 12, 1975. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

l seal! Wallace E. Johnson, 

Chief , Broadcast Bureau. 

(TO Doc.76-24352 FUcd 0-17-75;8:46 Am] 

[47 CFR Part 73 ] 

(Docket No. 20653] 

SPECIALTY STATIONS AND SPECIALTY 
FORMAT PROGRAMMING 

New Definitions; Order 

In the matter of amendment of Part 
76. 8ubports A and D of the Commis¬ 


sion’s rules and regulations relative to 
adding a new definition for “Specialty 
Stations ’ and “Specialty Format Pro¬ 
gramming" and amending the appropri¬ 
ate signal carriage rules (40 FR 318071. 

1. Comments in the captioned proceed¬ 
ing are now due September 15, 1975, and 
reply comments are due September 30, 
1975. Kaiser Broadcasting Company has 
requested an extension of the time for 
filing comments and replies to October 
31 and November 17, 1975, respectively. 
The additional time Is said to be neces¬ 
sary because of the numerous other rule¬ 
making proceedings that are pending and 
require attention during approximately 
the same Ume period and because the 
vacations of those who are Involved in 
tills work have fallen during the time 
when the preparation of comments 
would otherwise be necessary. 

2. Although it appears that good cause 
has been shown for a limited extension 
of time, It would not appear that an ex¬ 
tension of the magnitude requested Is 
warranted. 

Accordingly, it is ordered , That the 
dates for filing comments and reply 
comments In the captioned proceeding 
are extended to September 29. 1975 and 
October 30, 1975. respectively. 

This action Is taken by the Chief, 
Cable Television Bureau pursuant to au¬ 
thority delegated by 10.288(a) of the 
Commission’s rules. 

Adopted: September 8. 1975. 

Released: September 13, 1975. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal! David D. Kinley. 

Chief , Cable Television Bureau. 

(FR Doc.76-24853 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 Am] 


[47 CFR Part 73] 

(Docket No. 19982 RM 2297] 

TELEVISION BROADCAST STATIONS 
Table of Assignments, Arkansas; Correction 

In the matter of amendment of 
5 73.606(b). Table of Assignments. Tele¬ 
vision Broadcast StaUons. (Mountain 
View. Arkansas). 

1. The further noUcc of proposed rule 
making and order to show cause (Mlmoo 
No. 36950. released September 4, 1975), 
In the above captioned matter, should be 
corrected as follows: 

On page 4, line 34 of paragraph 9. 
insert the date October 29. 

Released: September 12, 1975. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal! Vincent J. Mullins. 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.76 24854 FUcd 0-17-75:8:45 Am] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[49 CFR Part 1307] 

(Ex Parle No. MC-97J 

INVESTIGATION INTO PRACTICES OF MO 

TOR COMMON CARRIERS OF PROPER I y 

ON RESIDENTIAL AND REDELIVERED 

SHIPMENTS 

NOTICES OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING 

September 4. 1975 

• Purpose: The purpose of this docu 
meat is to institute a proceeding to investi¬ 
gate motor common carrier charges for 
residential and redelivered shipments t 

This rulemaking proceeding Is Insti¬ 
tuted on our moUon to consider the pro¬ 
priety and lawfulness of certain practices 
of many of the Nation’s motor common 
carriers of property In assessing addi¬ 
tional charges (a) on shipments from or 
to a residence, apartment, church or 
school, and other similarly specified 
types of premises, and <b) for the rede- 
llvery of such shipments, when no pnor 
notice has been afforded receivers that 
an attempt would be made to deliver 
traffic, and to determine if new rules are 
necessary to govern such charged, it 
found lawful and proper. 

This Commission has received numer¬ 
ous complaints from shippers and re¬ 
ceivers of freight consigned to places 
such as private homes and apartment 
houses. Some of these have resulted in 
the Institution of formal proceedings in¬ 
vestigating specific situations. In addi¬ 
tion. this Commission also has acted on 
Its own motion, principally through our 
Suspension and Fourth Section Board, to 
Investigate the lawfulness and reason¬ 
ableness of certain rates and charges for 
such services and the conditions for tiiclt 
application as published In the governing 
tariffs. 

Members of the average family lack 
familiarity with the rights and responsi¬ 
bilities of freight shippers and receivers 
and of freight carriers. 

This Investigation would provide us 
with a basis for assuring that the pub¬ 
lic's rights are fully protected and that 
our regulatory responsibilities are 
fulfilled. 

Section 216(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act requires every motor common 
carrier of property to provide safe and 
adequate service, equipment, and facility* 
for the transportation of property in in¬ 
terstate or foreign commerce. It ab*> re¬ 
quires such carriers to establish, observe, 
and enforce Just and reasonable regula¬ 
tions and practices relating thereto Earn 
certificate of public convenience and ne¬ 
cessity contains a condition that the holder 
shall render reasonably continuous 
and adequate service to the public. Sec¬ 
tion 217(b) of the statute direct that 
the provisions of the carriers’ tariffs ^ 
with this Commission be strictly ob * • L * 
and that no carrier shall charge, demand, 
collect, or receive a greater or less of 
different compensation for transporta¬ 
tion service than the applicable charge* 
specified in Its tariffs. 
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The first question requiring consider¬ 
ation in the light of the foregoing statu¬ 
tory provisions is whether it is lawful and 
In the public interest to allow carriers to 
charge more, by whatever amount or 
means of computation, for pickup or de¬ 
livery at certain described types of prem¬ 
ises based solely upon their nature, with¬ 
out any apparent regard for the relative 
difficulty involved in serving such loca¬ 
tions. Appendix A 1 sets forth representa¬ 
tive tariff provisions which provide for 
assessment of such additional charges. 
If, for example, a private residence and 
a 5tore are adjacent to each other, and 
neither has facilities designed specifi¬ 
cally for freight handling, the propriety 
and lawfulness of charging for what is 
purported to be an extra service at the 
one but not the other would seem open 
to question. Similarly. It appears doubt¬ 
ful that a school with a receiving plat¬ 
form for truck delivery would be more 
difficult to serve than a similarly- 
equipped commercial plant across the 
street. Furthermore, commercial opera¬ 
tions are more likely to be located In con¬ 
gested urban areas, while premises to 
which the involved charges apply would 
presumably be situated in less heavily 
traveled residential settings. Thus, at 
first impression, it is open to question 
whether extra charges for pickup or de¬ 
livery at schools, homes, and other such 
premises arc more costly to the carrier 
and, even if it were to be shown that on 
an average it is more costly to serve most 
of those shippers or receivers whose fa¬ 
cilities fall within this specified class, 
consideration must be given to the fact 
Ihut line-haul rate tariffs traditionally 
huve and should Include cost cost for one 
Pickup and delivery. Resolution of the 
foregoing matters obviously requires con- 
tideraUaa of a number of legal and policy 
questions and the availability for anal¬ 
ysis of substantial factual material, es¬ 
pecially cost data. This proceeding 
should serve as a vehicle whereby a rec¬ 
ord may be developed which is sufficient 
to resolve these questions. 

The second major area of considera¬ 
tion in this proceeding is the Justness 
and reasonableness of the assessment of 
separate additional charges for redellv- 
cry to the types of locations described 
above, when a subsequent attempt to de¬ 
liver a shipment becomes necessary. It 
appears that such tariff provisions are in 
generally because of the possibility 
u*at the consignee may be unavailable to 
accept delivery of a tendered shipment 
wased on communications and cora- 
£“5*, f rotn affected members of the 
Public, it does not appear to be common 
Practice in the Industry to afford rc- 
ceivers at private residences, etc., notice 
oi arrival of shipments prior to the dfts- 
*2™** * truck to the destination 

rwiul Apparcnt,y * the reason carriers 
decline to provide this notification prior 
^ de ivery sendee is because it is usual 
***** arrival at a destina- 

terminal of an Intercity (or iine- 

A " part of the origin*! 


haul) truck, to move ordinary shipments 
immediately to terminal delivery loading 
docks for transfer to local delivery ve¬ 
hicles. When notification to the receiver 
prior to delivery is required, shipments 
often are moved from points of unload¬ 
ing to specified ‘ hold’ 4 areas. Only after 
notification, which may occur some time 
subsequent to the commencement of 
other delivery -operations in instances 
where a line-haul trailer has arrived 
during night hours, are shipments moved 
from the holding area to the delivery 
area for loading into delivery vehicles. 
Additionally, In Instances where large 
shipments are involved, such shipments 
frequently ore left in llnehaul trucks 
until notification and delivery’ arrange¬ 
ments have been made. While such re¬ 
handling of shipments and detention of 
vehicles may add to the carrier’s costs, 
the assessment of additional charges 
(both because of the nature of the desti¬ 
nation premises, and for redelivery. If 
necessary) could place an extreme cost 
burden on the party required to pay such 
amounts. 

It seems in order, then, that an inquiry 
be made into whether redelivery charges 
are Justified, particularly in the absence 
of prior notification to a receiver at a 
nonbusiness location. This Inquiry 
should include specific consideration of 
the amount of traffic transported by each 
carrier maintaining such charges; the 
comparative cost of holding freight and 
giving notification prior to tender for 
delivery; the experience of carriers In 
completing residential and other related 
types of delivery at issue here in in¬ 
stances where no prior notice is given 
consignees; and a comparison of the cost 
of affording prenotiflcatlon with the cost 
of redelivering shipments where no no¬ 
tice lias been afforded. Consideration 
should likewise be afforded the question 
of whether, because of increasing com¬ 
puterization in the industry. It may be 
possible for carriers to provide prenotifl- 
cation while shipments to consignees 
such as here Involved are still en route, 
thus eliminating the need to segregate 
and ’‘hold” shipments pending notifica¬ 
tion of residential receivers of traffic. 
Finally, If it be determined that carriers 
should be required to notify certain types 
of consignees before tendering shipments 
for delivery* consideration should be 
given to appropriate rules to govern such 
a notification requirement. 

It is, therefore, both desirable and nec¬ 
essary at this time to investigate the 
nature and scope of carrier rules and 
practices with respect to the assessment 
of pickup, delivery, notification, and re¬ 
delivery charges in connection with 
motor common carrier services to pri¬ 
vate residences, apartments, churches, 
schools, and similarly categorized loca¬ 
tions. Our investigation, among other 
tilings, shall Include a determination of 
the propriety of adopting the proposed 
regulations set forth below, as well as 
whether this Commission should take 
such other and further action as the 
facte developed In this investigation may 
Justify or require. 


Oral hearing does not appear neces¬ 
sary at this time, and none is contem¬ 
plated. unless a need therefor should 
later appear. Anyone wishing to present 
view’s and evidence, cither in support of 
or in opposition to the action proposed 
in this notice, may do so by submitting 
written statements of fact, views and 
arguments on the subjects mentioned 
above or any other subjects pertaining to 
this proceeding. All motor common car¬ 
riers of property operating in interstate 
or foreign commerce within the United 
States and subject to the Interstate 
Commerce Act wfll be made respondents 
to this proceeding and the Bureau of 
Enforcement of this Commission will be 
authorized and directed to participate in 
this proceeding. 

Respondents, and parties interested in 
presenting views and evidence, or in 
otherwise participating in this proceed¬ 
ing shall be required by the order en¬ 
tered concurrently herewith to notify 
this Commission by filing with the Office 
of Proceedings. Room 5343. Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Washington. 
D.C. 20423. on or before September 26. 
1975. the original and one copy of a 
declaration of Intent to participate. 
(This Commission seeks to conserve time, 
to avoid unnecessary expense to the pub¬ 
lic. and to require the service of plead¬ 
ings only upon those who intend to take 
an active part in the proceeding. There¬ 
fore. the declaration of Intent to partic¬ 
ipate should include a statement of the 
extent of tlie desired participation. That 
statement should include an indication 
of: (1) whether the participant merely 
desires to receive copies of Commis¬ 
sion releases hi this proceeding, (2) 
whether tliat person wishes to receive 
and/or file initial and reply statements, 
(3) U as described in (2). whether the 
filing party will consolidate or Is capable 
of consolidating his or her interest with 
that of other interested parties by filing 
Joint statements in order to limit the 
number of copies of pleadings that need 
be served, such consolidation of interests 
being strongly urged by the Commission, 
and (4) any other pertinent information 
which will aid in limiting the service list 
to be issued in this proceeding.) Upon 
receipt of the foregoing declarations of 
intent to participate, this Commission 
shall then prepare and make available to 
all such persons a list containing the 
names and addresses of all parties desir¬ 
ing to participate in this proceeding and 
upon whom copies of all statements must 
be served. At the time of service of this ' 
service list, o time will be fixed within 
which initial statements and replies must 
be filed. 

This notice of proposed rulemaking Is 
Issued under the authority of sections 
552, 553, and 559 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C, 552, 553. and 
559 >. An order will be entered concur¬ 
rently herewith providing for statutory 
notification of the general public of the 
Initiation of tills proceeding by the mail¬ 
ing of a copy of this notice to the Gover¬ 
nor of every SUte. to the Public Utilities 
Commissions or Boards of each State 
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having Jurisdiction over transportation 
and to various consumer groups, by de¬ 
positing a copy of this notice in the Office 
of the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington. D.C., for pub¬ 
lic inspection, and by delivering a copy 
to the Director. Division of the Federal 
Register, for publication In the Federal 
Register as notice to all interested per¬ 
sons. Written material or suggestions 
submitted will be available for public 
inspection at the Offices of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 12th & Constitu¬ 
tion Avenue, Washington, D.C„ during 
regular business hours. 

I seal I Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

It Is proposed to amend Part 1307, 
Freight Rate Tariffs. Schedules, and 
Classifications of motor carriers by add¬ 
ing paragraph <c) to § 1307.35 as follows: 

§ 1307.35 Terminal nml mpcciiil 
ice*. 

• ‘ » • • 

<e> Assessment of charges on ship¬ 
ments originating at or destined to pri¬ 
vate residences and other types of 
premises. 

(1) Tariffs of for-hlrc motor common 
carriers shall not provide for the appli¬ 
cation of rates or the Imposition of 
charges, by whatever means, for move¬ 
ments to or from, for example, private 
residences, apartments, churches, 
schools, camps, and other such locations, 
which differ from otherwise applicable 
rates from or to other locations such as 
businesses, warehouses, and other gener¬ 
ally recognized commercial locations. 

(2) Before attempting delivery to resi¬ 
dential and other related types of prem¬ 
ises such as those described in paragraph 
(e><l> of this section, the carrier must 
reach agreement with the consignee or 
consignor regarding the date and time 
(approximate) of such delivery. This ar¬ 
rangement for delivery may be accomp¬ 
lished throught a notation by the con¬ 
signor on the bill of lading, or by oral or 
written arrangement between the carrier 
and the consignee. In any case, some 
mutually agreed-upon arrangement for 
delivery must be mado before tender of 
delivery Is initially attempted. 

(3) If the carrier complies with the 
regulation described In paragraph <e) (2) 
of this section, and. through the fault of 
the consignee, is unable to tender deliv¬ 
ery as scheduled, a reasonable charge to 
cover the service described in paragraph 
(e)(2) of this section and additional 
costs of rcnotiflcaUon, arrangement, and 
redellvery may be assessed. The require¬ 
ments of paragraph (e)(2) of this sec¬ 
tion regarding prior arrangement for 
tender of delivery are similarly applicable 
when redelivery is necessary. 

|PR Doc 7S-24027 Filed *-17-76;8:4S urn] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

[50CFR Part 216] 

{Docket No. MMPAH 1. 1975] 

MARINE MAMMAL PROTECTION 

Proposed Waivor of Moratorium on 

Importations; Notice o7 Final Agenda 

Pursuant to 50 CFR 216.81, the presid¬ 
ing officer of the hearing on a proposed 
waiver of the moratorium and regula¬ 
tions to govern such w’aiver shall prepare 
a final agenda after a prehearing con¬ 
ference and such final agenda shall be 
published In the Federal Register. A 
prehearing conference was held on Sep¬ 
tember 8. 1975. and the final agenda, as 
prepared by the presiding officer, la set 
forth below. 

Issued at Washington. D.C.. on Sep¬ 
tember 16. 1975. 

Robert W. Schoning. 

Director . 

Fouke Co. 

APPLICATION TO WAIVE THE MORATORIUM ON 
THE IMPORTATION OF CAPE FUR SEAL SKINS 

Final Agenda 

Pursuant to the notice of the above 
proceeding published in the Federal 
Register July 7, 1975. 40 F.R. 28469- 
28472. as amended on the Order dated 
July 31, 1975. the Pre-Hearing Confer¬ 
ence in the above matter was held Sep¬ 
tember 8. 1975. Under authority of Sec¬ 
tion 103(d) of the Marine Mammal Pro¬ 
tection Act and i 216.81 of the Rules and 
Regulations of the Marine Fisheries 
Service, National Oceanic and Atmos¬ 
pheric Administration, the following 
Pinal Agenda is issued. 

(1) The following issues shall be ad¬ 
dressed at the hearing: 

a. The Estimated existing levels of the 
species and population stocks of the Cape 
fur seal 

b. The optimum sustainable popula¬ 
tion of the Cape fur seal. 

c. The anticipated effect of the pro¬ 
posed waiver on the optimum sustainable 
population of the Cape fur seal. 

d. A harvesting date to ensure seals arc 
not pregnant, nursing, or less than 8 
months of age at time of taking, or bio¬ 
logical data and physical characteristic* 
acceptable in lieu of said date. 

e. The humaneness of the 1975 harvest 
including the standard for humaneness 
and supervision to insure humaneness. 

f. The adequacy of the South African's 
government’s management program to 
Insure the harvesting Is in accord with 
sound principles of resource protection 
and conversation as provided for by the 
purposes and policies of the Marine 
Mammal Protection Act. 

g. The Impact of the proposed waiver 
on the marine ecosystem and related en- 
vlromfiehtal considerations, such as dis¬ 
tribution. abundance, feeding habits, and 
migratory movements of the ecosystem. 

h. Motion to Amend Sections 1. 3(a). 
and 4(b) of the Proposed Regulations 


and to Exclude From the Hearings 
Thereon Certain Testimony. 

(2) Order of issue presentation shall 
follow the order of issues, above, except 
that insofar as practicable witnesses 
called shall be examined fully on all is. 
sues before being released. Further, ac¬ 
commodation In the order of presenta¬ 
tion of witnesses will be made In order 
to avoid undue hardship or Inconven¬ 
ience to witnesses. 

(3) Direct Testimony submitted bear¬ 
ing on issues is as follows: 

a. Testimony of Raymond C. Hublcy 
and Robert V. Miller. 

b. Testimony of David Kasume. Eliza¬ 
beth Landis, and Michael Davis in sup¬ 
port of the Motion referred to in l‘h>. 
above. 

c. Testimony of David Maxwell Whit¬ 
ing. 

d. Testimony of W. M. Wass. 

e. Testimony of Leslie E. McDonald 

f. Testimony of Stephen Boynton. 

g. Testimony of George Heinz. 

h. Testimony of Milton M. Kaufman 

i. Testimony of Sue Pressman. 

J. Testimony of Bernard Fenstenval l. 

k. Testimony of P. D. Shaughne.vy rmd 
Christian Stefanus Bosnian. 

(4) Additional documentary evidence 
was submitted as follows: 

а. Exhibits to the Notice of the pro¬ 
ceeding. 

l. Draft Environment'll Impact State¬ 
ment (EIS>, Consideration of Waiver of 
the Moratorium on the Importation of 
Cape Fur Sealskins. (Presently in prepa¬ 
ration and will be available to the public 
upon completion.) 

2. P. B. Best and P. D. Shaughneay 
<1975), Nursing In the Cape Fur Seal, 
(Arctocephalus pusillm jmsillu *). 

3. Fouke Company (3/17/75) : Applica¬ 
tion for a Waiver of the Moratorium for 
the Importation of Marine Mammal 
Products pursuant to the Provisions of 
the Marine Mammal Protection Act of 

1972. 

4 Dr. Peter B. Best, 7/24/74, statement 
at public hearing, Greenville. South 
Carolina. 

5. Sea Birds and Seal Protection Art 

1973, Republic of South Africa, May 21. 

1973. 

б. Robert Rand. The Case for Con¬ 
trolled Killing of the Cape Fur Seal. Afri¬ 
can Wildlife, Volume 27. 

7. R. W. Rand. 8/18/70. Division of Sea 
Fisheries Investigational Report. No. 89, 
The Cape Fur Seal. Estimates of Popu¬ 
lation Size. 

8. Walter Kirkncss. 9/17/73 to 10 3 
73. Observations of Fur Seal Manage¬ 
ment and Research Programs and Har¬ 
vesting Conditions in South Africa. 

9. L. E. McDonald, D.V.M.. August 

1974. Report of Visit to South and South 
West Africa Fur Seal Harvest Sites. 

10. W. M. Wass, Report of Observa¬ 
tions in South and South West Alncft 
during August. 1974. 

11. Letter from Marine Mammal Com¬ 
mission dated May 29.1974. 

12. Letter from Marine Mammal Com¬ 
mission dated July 25,1974. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 40. NO. 182—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 1975 









PROPOSED RULES 




13. P. B. Best, 1/26/73. Estimates of 
Pap Population Size and Sealing Rate at 
Cnj>o Cross. S.W.A. 

14. Public Hearing Record. Applica¬ 
tion for Economic Hardship Exemption, 
Fouke Company, Greenville, S.C.. 
July 24,1973. 

15. Statement of policy National Ma¬ 
rine Fisheries Service. 40 F.R. 17845, 
4/23/75, which establishes a criteria of 
obligatory nursing. 

16. P. D. Shaughnessy and P. B. Best, 
The Pupping Season of the Cape Fur 
Seal, iArotocephalus pusillus pusillus ), 

b P. D. Shaughnessy and P. B. Best, 
7 75, A Simple Projection Model for the 
South African Fur Seal, (Arctocephalus 
pusillus pusillus ). 

c. Draft Environmental Impact State¬ 
ment of 1975 harvest, 8/75. 

d. Friends of Animals, Inc., 8/20/74, 
letter requesting permission to show film 
of Pribilof Island seal harvest. 

<5) Comments received from: 
a Ann Mitchell of Forest Hills, New 
York. 

b Mary Lone of Tacoma. Washington, 
c. Carol Ellis of Massapaqua, New 

York. 

d Margaret L. Rana of Butler, New 

Jersey. 

c. Lily Goldstein of Carmel. New York. 

f. Thomas A. Clingan, Jr.. Acting Asst. 
Sec . Department of State. 

g. Columbia Zoological Park. Colum¬ 
bia, South Carolina. 

h A group of Individuals from Madi¬ 
son, Wisconsin. 

i. Geological Survey. Dept, of Interior, 
on DEIS. 

J. Susan Bradley of Cheswick, Penns¬ 
ylvania. 

k. Mrs. Walter Halliday of Rockville 

Centre. New York. 

(6) Submission of direct and rebuttal 
testimony for issues not included in the 
Notice of proceeding will be allowed at 

the hearing. 

<7) Final date for submission of re¬ 
buttal testimony on Lssues a through f 
is close of business Wednesday. Septem¬ 
ber 17. 1975. Final date for response to 
Motion to Amend is Friday. Septem¬ 
ber 12, 1975. 

Parties and Nature of Respective 

Interests: 

a- In Support of the Waiver: 

rho Fuuke Co„ in©. 

b- In Opposition to the Waiver: 

Committee for Humane Lcgialatton, Inc. 

Frirad* of Animals. Inc. 

for Animal Rights, Inc. 


Monitor. Inc., Including: 

Endangered Species Productions 
Chesapeake Chapter American Littoral So¬ 
ciety 

American Littoral 8oc1ety 
Animal Protection Institute 
Defenders of WUdlife 
Environmental Policy Center 
Friends of the Barth 
Fund for Animals 

International Fund for Animal Welfare 
International Fund for Animal Welfare— 
USA 

National Parks and Conservation Associa¬ 
tion 

Sierra Club 

Society for Animal Protection Legislation 
Wild Canid Survival Sc Research Center 
Wilderness Society 

Committee for the Preservation of the Tule 
Elk 

The Humane Society of the UB. 

The Humane Society of the US. 

Michael I. Davis 
David Kasurae 
El lea be th 8. Landis 

c. No formal Position taken: 

Marine Mammal Commission 

National Marine Fisheries Service—National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 

d. In Support of the Motion to Amend: 

Charles C. Diggs. Jr. 

Yvonne B. Burke 
Shirley Chisholm 
CardUs R. Collins 
John J. Conyers, Jr. 

Ronald V. Dell urns 
Walter E. Faun troy 
Harold E. Ford 
Augustus Hawkins 
Ralph H Metcalfe 
Parren J. Mitchell 
Charier. B. Rangel 
Lou I* Stokes 
Andrew Young 

(all Members of the U.8. House of Represent¬ 
atives) 

The American Committee of Africa 
The Washington Office on Africa 
The Episcopal Churchmen for South Africa 
Theo-Ben Ourirab 

Representative Plenipotentiary of South 
West Africa Peoples Organization to the 
United Nations and to the Americas 
The Center for National Security Studies 

(9) Witness List. 

X. Appearing for NMF8: 

Wallace M. Warn. D.V.M.. Ph. D. 

Leslie E. McDonald. D.V11. 

Raymond C. Hubley 
R. V. Miller 

Rebuttal: 


Dr. Oeorgc Y. Harry, Jr . Director. MM Divi¬ 
sion. NWFC 
Mr. Keyes 

2. Appearing for The Fouke Company: 

George O. Heins. President of The Fouke Co. 
Stephen 8. Boyd ton. Attorney for The Fouko 
Co. 


Wallace M. Was®. DVM., Ph. D. 

Leslie E. McDonald. D.VM. 

Dr. P. D. Shaughncssy. Senior Professional 
Officer. Sea Fisheries Branch. Dept, of In¬ 
dustries, Republic of South Africa 
C. 8. Bosnian. Assistant Director, Sea Fish¬ 
eries Branch. Dept, of Industries, Republic 
of South Africa 

3. Appearing for Society for Animal 
Rights, Inc.: 

David Whiting 

4. Appearing for Monitor, Inc.: 

Sue Pressman. Member of the Human Society 
Col. Milton M Kaufman, U8AF (Ret ), Presi¬ 
dent. Monitor. Inc. 

5. Appearing for The Humane So¬ 
ciety: 

Sue Pressman 

6. Appearing for the Marine Mammal 
Commission: 

No direct testimony witnesses 

7. Appearing for the Committee for 
Humane Legislation: 

Alice Herrington. President of Friends of 
Animals. Inc., or la the alternative, Ber¬ 
nard Fens Ur wold, Jr. 

8. Appearing for Friends of Animals, 
Inc.: 

Alice Herrington, or in the alternative, Ber¬ 
nard Feaaterwald 

9. Diggs, et al. 

Pursuant to Section 103(d) of the Ma¬ 
rine Mammal Protection Act (16 U 8.C. 
1373), a public hearing will be held on 
September 18. 1975. at 9:30 am. in the 
Penthouse Conference Room, Page Build¬ 
ing No. 1, at 2001 Wisconsin Avenue. 
N.W.. Washington, D.C.. In response to 
the application of The Fouke Company, 
Greenville, South Carolina, that the Di¬ 
rector of the National Marine Fisheries 
Service waive the moratorium on the 
taking of Cape fur seal skins (Arctoce¬ 
phalus pusillus pusillus). The hearing 
will consider a waiver of the moratorium 
on the importation of skins of Cape fur 
seals taken from each animal harvest by 
or conducted under the auspices of the 
Republic of South Africa commencing 
with the 1975 harvest and the proposed 
regulations governing said importation. 

Issued at Washington. D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 16. 1975. 

• James W. Mast, 

Administrative Law Judge, De¬ 
partment o/ Housing and 
Urban Development, 451 7th 
Street SW.. Room 7150 , Wash¬ 
ingtonD.C. 20410 . 

(PR Doc.76-25059 PUcd 9-17-75:8:46 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Fiscal Service 

(Dept. Olrc. 570, 1976 Rat.. Supp. No. 2\ 

AMERICAN SOUTHERN INSURANCE CO. 

Surety Companies Acceptable on Fedoral 
Bonds 

A Certificate of Authority as an ac¬ 
ceptable surety on Federal bonds has 
been issued by the Secretary of the Treas¬ 
ury to the following company under Sec¬ 
tions 6 to 13 of Title 6 of the United 
States Code. An underwriting limitation 
of $210,000 has been established for the 
company. 

Hama of company, location of principal exec¬ 
utive office, and State tn which incorpo¬ 
rated: 

American Southern Insurance Company 
Atlanta, Georgia 
Georgia 

Certificates of Authority expire on 
June 30 each year, unless sooner revoked, 
and new Certificates are issued on July 1 
so long as the companies remain quali¬ 
fied (31 CFR Part 223). A list of qualified 
companies is published annually as of 
July 1 in Department Circular 570, with 
details as to underwriting limitations, 
areas in which licensed to transact fidel¬ 
ity and surety business and other infor¬ 
mation. Copies of the Circular, when is¬ 
sued, may be obtained from the Treasury 
Department, Bureau of Government Fi¬ 
nancial Operations, Audit Staff. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20226. 

Dated: September 11.1075. 

David Mosso, 

Fiscal Assistant Secretary. 

(PR Doc.75 24806 Filed B-17-7S;8:45 am\ 


|Dept. Clrc. 670, 1975 Rev.. Supp. No. 1 ) 

ALASKA PACIFIC ASSURANCE CO. 

Surety Companies Acceptable on Federal 
Bonds 

A Certificate of Authority as an ac¬ 
ceptable surety on Federal bonds has 
been issued by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the following company un¬ 
der Sections 6 to 13 of Title 6 of the 
United States Code. An underwriting 
limitation of $403,000.00 has been estab¬ 
lished for the company. 

Name of company, location of principal 
executive office, and State in which in¬ 
corporated: 

Alaska Pacific Assurance Company 
Anchorage, Alaska 
Alaska 

Certificates of Authority expire on 
June 30 each year, unless sooner revoked. 


and new Certificates arc issued on July 
1 so long as the companies remain quali¬ 
fied (31 CFR Part 223). A list of qualified 
companies Is published annually as of 
July 1 in Department Circular 570, with 
details as to underwriting limitations, 
areas in which licensed to transact fidel¬ 
ity and surety business and other Infor¬ 
mation. Copies of the Circular, when is¬ 
sued, may be obtained from the Treasury 
Department, Bureau of Government Fi¬ 
nancial Operations. Audit Staff, Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20226. 

Dated: September 11, 1975. 

David Mosso, 

Fiscal Assistant Secretary . 

I PR Doc.75-24867 Plied 9-17-76:8:45 Am] 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Office of the Secretary 

DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Closed Meetings 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 10 
of Pub. L. 92-463. effective January 5. 
1973, notice is hereby given that closed 
meetings of a Panel of the DIA Scien¬ 
tific Advisory Committee will be held as 
follows: 

Wednesday, 8 October 1975—Pomponlo Plaza. 

ROfulyn. Virginia 

Thursday, 9 October 1976— Pomponlo Plaza. 

Rosslyn. Virginia 

The entire meetings commencing at 
0900 hours ore devoted to the discussion 
of classified Information as defined In 
section 552(b)<1). Title 5 of the U.S. 
Code and therefore will he closed to the 
public. 8ubject matter Is to work on a 
study of specialized intelligence data 
requirements. 

Maurice W. Rocmt, 
Director . Correspondence and 
Directives , OASD (Comptroller ). 

September 15. 1975. 

I PR Doc.76-24876 Plied 9 -17-75; 8:45 am{ 


PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 
Notice of Systems of Records 

Correction 

In the document appearing In the Is¬ 
sue of August 28. 1975 on page 39711 the 
file line was Inadvertently omitted and 
should read as set forth below: 

(PR Doc.75-22754 Plied 9-27-75:8:46 amj 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

ARIZONA MULTIPLE USE ADVISORY 
BOARD 

Notice of Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the Ari¬ 
zona State Multiple Use Advisory Board 
will meet on October 28 and 29. 1975, 
commencing at 10 a.m. at the U.8. Bu¬ 
reau of Land Management, Conference 
Room. 2400 Valley Bank Center. Phoe¬ 
nix. Arizona. 

The agenda for the meeting Includes 
background information on the purpose 
of the new State Multiple Use Advisory 
Board, energy related programs, pro¬ 
posed designation of primitive areas, en¬ 
vironmental impact statements and en¬ 
vironmental analysis reports pertaining 
to the national resource lands, status of 
Game Range management programs 
Bureau planning systcr i, grazing and 
watershed management programs, wild¬ 
life habitat management, and other sub¬ 
jects related to management of the na¬ 
tional resource lands. 

The meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic with seating provided for approxi¬ 
mately 80 persons. Time will be available 
for a limited number of brief statements 
by members of the public. Those wishing 
to make an oral statement should so In¬ 
form the Bureau of Land Management, 
Arizona State Office, prior to the meeting 
of the Board. Any Interested person may 
also flic a written statement with the 
Board for Its consideration. Written 
statements may be submitted at the 
meeting or mailed to: Chairman. State 
Advisory Board. 2400 Valley Bank Cen¬ 
ter. Phoenix. Arizona 85073. 

Further information concerning the 
meeting may be obtained from Robert 
O. Buffington, State Director. Bureau of 
Land Management, at the above address 
Telephone number: (602) 261-3873. 

Minutes of the meeting will be avail¬ 
able for public Inspection thirty days 
after the meeting. Those Interested 
should contact the State Director. Ari¬ 
zona State Office. 

Glendon E. Colli**, 

Acting State Director 

September 10, 1975. 

(FR Doc.75-24823 Fllod 9-17-75:8:45 am! 


UTAH STATE ADVISORY BOARD 
Notice of Meeting 

September 12.1975. 

Notice is hereby given that the UUh 
State Multiple Use Advisory Board to the 
BLM will meet October 6-7, 1975 In St. 
Oeorge. Utah. 
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On a field review October 6. the board 
will consider cooperative relationships 
between BLM and State and local gov¬ 
ernments, mining activities, recreation 
opportunities, grazing management, the 
proposed Hot Desert Environmental Im¬ 
pact Statement, the Joshua Tree Natural 
area, desert tortoise, power line rights- 
of-way, restoration of burned areas and 
proposed energy developments. The pub¬ 
lic may participate in the tour, but will 
have to provide their own transportation. 
The tour will begin at 7:30 a m. at the 
Four Seasons Motel. 8t. George. 

A business meeting will be held October 
7 at 8:00 a.m. in the Dixie College Stu¬ 
dent Union Building. The agenda will in¬ 
clude election of officers, a report of BLM 
activities in Utah and discussions of the 
state advisory board’s role. The board 
will divide into committees on resources, 
energy and public relations to consider 
such topics as the proposed Hot Desert 
EIS. off road vehicle use. potential con¬ 
servation and recreation projects, in¬ 
volvement of the public in the decision 
making process, wild horse control and 
BLM advisory boards. 

The sessions will be open to the public 
and time will be available for a limited 
number of brief statements by members 
of the public. Persons who wish to make 
an oral statement should notify prior to 
the meeting the BLM Utah State Direc¬ 
tor. P.O. Box 11505. Salt Lake City. Utah 
84111. Any Interested persons may file a 
written statement for the board s consid¬ 
eration. 

Additional information concerning the 
meeting may be obtained from Paul L. 
Howard. BLM State Director. 8239 Fed¬ 
eral Building, Salt Lake City, Utah 84138 
telephone ( 801 ) 524-5311). 

William G. Leavell. 

Associate State Director. 

[FR Doc. 75- 24824 Piled 9-17-75:8:48 am] 


I0AHO FALLS DISTRICT ADVISORY BOARD 
Meeting 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with Public Law 92-483 that a meeting 
or the Idaho Falls District Advisory 
Board will be held October 2, 1975. at 
9 a.m. in the conference room of the Bu¬ 
reau of Land Management building. 
Idaho Falls District. 940 Lincoln Road, 
in the city of Idaho Falls, State of Idaho. 
♦k Board was established to provide 
the Idaho Falls District of the Bureau 
or Land Management with advice and 
recommendations as to the proper man¬ 
agement of the National Resource Lands 
, produce goods and services for the 
American people. 

_ T! 1 ® J? urpase °* meeting Is to or- 
Advlsory B 0 *^ Including elcc- 
uon of officers, summarize District activt- 
ucs. establish and identify the District's 

and 10 dlscUM district 
.oolems relating to the lands, grazing, 
recreation, wildlife, forestry and associ¬ 
ated programs for the purpose of receiv- 
infiAdvlsory Board recommendations. 

The meeting is open to the public. It 
5 expecte d that 5 persons will be able to 


attend the session in addition to the 
Committee members. 

Interested persons may make oral 
presentations to the Board or file written 
statements. Such requests should be 
made to the official listed below at least 
five days prior to the meeting. 

Further information concerning this 
meeting may be obtained from O’deli A. 
Frandsen. District Manager. Bureau of 
Land Management, 940 Lincoln Road. 
Idaho Falls. Idaho 83401, Phone (208) 
522-7460. Minutes of this meeting will be 
available for public information and 
copying three weeks after the meeting at 
the Bureau of Land Management. 940 
Lincoln Road. Idaho Falls. Idaho. 


O’DELL A. FRANDSKN, 
District Manager. 

September 10,1975. 

I PR Doc.75 24880 Piled 9-12-75.8:46 am 1 


VALE DISTRICT MULTIPLE USE ADVISORY 
BOARD 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the Vale 
District, Bureau of Land Management 
Multiple Use Advisory Board will meet 
October 14. 15 and 16, 1975. 

The meeting will begin at 7:30 pm. 
October 14, 1975. in the Vale District of¬ 
fice in the conference room, 365 "A" 
Street, Vale, Oregon, 97918, for a short 
briefing on the organization and respon¬ 
sibilities of the board, the Bureau of 
Land Management and orientation to 
the Vale District. The meeting will re¬ 
sume at 8 a.m. October 15. at the Vale 
District office for a two-day field exami¬ 
nation of the Vale District, which will 
include both ground and air travel. 

The meeting is open to the public, but 
they must provide their own transporta¬ 
tion, meals, and lodging. 

Further information concerning the 
meeting may be obtained from Or&nt 
Baugh. Vale District Public Affairs offi¬ 
cer. 365 “A” Street, West. Vale, Oregon, 
(503) 473-3144. 

O. R. Guru. 

District Manager . 

September 8. 1975. 

(FR Doc.75-24881 Piled 9-17-75:8:45 am] 


Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should send their name and 
address to the District Manager. Bureau 
of Land Management. P.O. Box 119, 
Worland. WY 82401. 

Glenna M. Lane. 

Acting Chief . Branch of Lands and 
Minerals Operations. 
|PR Doc.75 24882 Piled 9-17-78:8:45 am | 


(Wyoming 020826] 

WYOMING 

Application 

September 11,1975. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920. as amended (30 UJ3.C. 185), 
Platte Pipe Line Company has applied to 
amend oil pipeline right-of-way grant 
W-020826 to replace and relocate a recti¬ 
fier ground bed. in the following land: 

Sixth Pwncttal Meridian, Wyoming 
T. 49 N., R. 97 W . sec. 24. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved and, 
if so. under what terms and conditions. 


Office of the Secretary 
BES PAK AND CO., INC. 

Proposed Cancellation. Termination, and 
Debarment 

Notice of Proposed Cancellation, Ter¬ 
mination. and Debarment of Government 
Contracts of Bes-Pak and Company. Inc., 
P.O. Drawer 2190. Montgomery. Alabama 
36103. under E.O. 11246. Equal Employ¬ 
ment Opportunity. 

Notice Is hereby given that the Direc¬ 
tor of the Office for Equal Opportunity 
of tiie Department of the Interior, with 
approval of the appropriate officials of 
the Department of Labor, proposes to 
cause the cancellation and termination 
of existing Government contracts and 
subcontracts held by Bes-Pak and Com¬ 
pany, Inc., and debarment of the com¬ 
pany from future Government contracts 
and subcontracts pursuant to sections 
209 (a> (5> and (a) (6) of Executive Or¬ 
der 11246. as amended, and implement¬ 
ing regulations. 41 CFR 60-1.26(b), and 
41 CFR 60-2.2(0 (1) and (2). The De¬ 
partment is proposing these sanctions 
for noncompliance of Bes-Pak and Com¬ 
pany with tiie nondiscrimination clause 
required in Government contracts by 
Executive Order 11246, and for noncom¬ 
pliance with regulations implementing 
Executive Order 11246. pursuant to 41 
CFR 60-2 and 60-20, during that time 
when the company was a Government 
contractor within the meaning and defi¬ 
nition of 41 CFR 60-1.3(m). The Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior alleges that Bcs- 
Pak and Company did not and does not 
maintain an acceptable Affirmative Ac¬ 
tion Program as required by 41 CFR 60-2 
and that deficiencies exist in the follow¬ 
ing areas: 

(A) The plan does not contain a uti¬ 
lization analysis to meet the require¬ 
ments of 41 CFR 60-2.11. 

(B> The plan does not contain goals 
and t imet ables to meet the requirements 
Of 41 CFR 60-3.12. 

(C> The plan does not identify and 
analyze problem areas by organizational 
units according to 41 CFR 60-2.13 and 
60-2.23. 

(D) The plan contains no provision for 
disseminating equal employment oppor¬ 
tunity policy externally to minority and 
women's organizations in the local re¬ 
cruiting area according to 41 CFR 60-2 21 
(b) and 60—2.13. 

<E) The application for employment 
contains items which appear to have a 
discriminatory effect on minorities and 
women according to 41 CFR 60-2.23. 

(F) The affirmative action plan does 
not contain a sufficient commitment to 
maintain an applicant flow log to iden- 


FEDCRAl REGISTER. VOL 40, NO. 162—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 16. 1975 









13044 


NOTICES 


tify problem areas according to 41 CFR 
00-2.23. 

<G> The maternity leave policy does 
not fully meet the requirements of the 
Sex Discrimination guidelines. 41 CFR 
60-20. 

(Hi The afllrmative action plan con¬ 
tains no remedy for an affected class of 
women as is required by 41 CFR 60-2.1. 

(I) The- affirmative action plan docs 
not contain recruitment and applicant 
procedures which will assure equal op¬ 
portunities in recruitment, selection, hir¬ 
ing, and promotion, according to 41 CFR 
60-2.23 and 60-2.13. 

(J) The affirmative action plan con¬ 
tains no analysts of training possibilities 
for minority employees and women and 
the relationship of training to under¬ 
utilization or to the establishment of 
goals and timetables according to 41 
CFR 60-2.23: 60-2 11 and 60-6.12. 

Under both 41 CFR 60-1 26(b) and 41 
CFR 60-2.2, the Company has 14 days to 
comply with the Executive Order and 
implementing regulations or submit an 
answer and request a hearing Pursuant 
to 41 CFR 60-2.2(c) <1). and 60-1 26<b> 
(2) (v), if no answer including a hearing 
request has been filed within 14 days 
from such notice the Director will act 
to cause the Company to be declared 
Ineligible for future contracts and sub¬ 
contracts and to cause the cancellation, 
suspension, and termination of any cur¬ 
rent contracts and subcontracts. Such 
action will be effective until the com¬ 
pany can establish it will carry out em¬ 
ployment policies and practices in com¬ 
pliance with the equal opportunity 
clause, in proceedings set forth at 60- 
1.31. 

William W. Lyons. 

Deputy Under Secretary 

o/ the Interior . 

September 10, 1075. 

I PR Doc.75-24883 Filed 0-17-75:8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation 

|Notice No. 90) 

WINTER WHEAT—NORTH DAKOTA 

Closing Date Extension for Filing of 
Applications for 1975 Crop Year 

Pursuant to the authority contained in 
l 401.103 of Tide 7 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations, the time for filing ap¬ 
plications for winter wheat crop insur¬ 
ance in the North Dakota counties listed 
below* Is hereby extended until the close 
of business on September 30. 1975. Such 
applications received during this period 
will be accepted only after it is deter¬ 
mined that no adverse selectivity win 
result. 

North Dakota 

Adams Golden V’alley 

Bowman Slope 

(SEAL] M. R. Peterson, 

Manager. 

|FR Doe. 75-24921 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 amj 


Forest Service 

ROCK CREEK ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

The Rock Creek Advisory Committee 
will meet at 7 p.m. on Tuesday, October 
28. Meeting place will be In Drummond. 
Montana in the St. Michael's Catholic 
Church basement. 

The purpose of this meeting Is to pre¬ 
sent the evaluation of the management 
alternatives for the Upper Rock Creek 
Planning Unit. 

The meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic. Any member of the public wlio wishes 
to do so shall be permitted to file a writ¬ 
ten statement with the Committee be¬ 
fore or after the meeting. To the extent 
that time permits, the Committee 
Chairman may permit interested persons 
to present oral statements at the meet¬ 
ing. 

General participation by members of 
the public, or questioning of Committee 
members or other participants shall not 
be permitted unless approved by the 
majority of Committee members. 

Dated: September 10, 1975. 

Robert W. Damon, 

Forest Supervisor . 

Deerlodge National Forest 

[FR Doc.75-24879 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 axn) 


CONDOR ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

The Condor Advisory Committee will 
meet October 20,1975. at 9 00 a m. in the 
Casa Royale Motor Inn, 251 South Union 
Avenue. U.S. Hwy. 99. Bakersfield, Cali¬ 
fornia 93307. 

The purpose of the meeting Is to dis¬ 
cuss the current management programs 
and problems confronting the California 
condor and its habitat. 

This meeting is open to the public. 
Persons who wish to attend, should 
notify Mr Robert D. Nelson. USDA, For¬ 
est Service, Fisheries and Wildlife Man¬ 
agement Staff. 630 Sansome Street. San 
Francisco, California 94111, <415-556- 
4539). Written statements may be filed 
with the Committee before or after the 
meeting. 

A public participation period is sched¬ 
uled after the regular meeting. 

Dated: September 12, 1975. 

J. W. Koskella. 

Acting Regional Forester. 

[FR Doc.75 24819 Filed 9-l7-75;8:45 ami 


Soil Conservation Service 

LYONS CREEK WATERSHED PROJECT. 
KANSAS 

Notice of Availability of Negative 
Declaration 

Pursuant to Section 102(2) CC) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; part 1500.6(e) of the Council on 
Environmental Quality Guidelines (38 


FR 23550) August 1, 1973; and part 
650.8(b) (3> of the Soil Conservation 
8er\ice Guidelines <39 FR 19651) June 3, 
1974; the Soil Conservation 8ervicc. U.6 
Department of Agriculture, gives noUce 
that an environmental impact statement 
is not being prerared for the Lyons Crc ; 
Watershed Project. Dickinson, Geary, 
Marion, and Morris Counties. Kansan. 

The environmental assessment of thh 
federal action Indicates that the project 
will not create .significant adverse loeni, 
regional, or national impacts on the en¬ 
vironment and that no significant con¬ 
troversy is associated with the project. 
As a result of these findings. Mr. Robert 
K. Griffin, 8tate Conservationist. Soil 
Conservation Service. USDA. 760 s 
Broadway. Selina. Kansas 67401. ha? de¬ 
termined that the preparation and re¬ 
view of an environmental impart state¬ 
ment is not needed for this project. 

The project concerns a plan for water¬ 
shed protection and flood prevention. 
The remaining planned works of im¬ 
provement as described in the negative 
declaration Include conservation land 
treatment supplemented by 17 floods ter 
retarding structures and one multipur¬ 
pose structure- The multipurpose struc¬ 
ture will provide storage for flood** a ter, 
municipal water, and recreation water; 
and will include basic recreation 
facilities. 

The environment assessment flic is 
available for inspection during regular 
working hours at the following location: 

Soli Conservation Service. USDA, TOO 8. 

Brood way. Sallna. Kansas 67401. 

The negative declaration is available 
for single copy requests. 

No administrative action on imple¬ 
mentation of the proposal will be taken 
until October 3. 1975. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 10 904. National Archives Refer¬ 
ence Services.) 

Dated: September 16, 1975. 

Sheldon G. Boone, 
Acting Deputy Administrator 
for Resources , Soil Conserve - 
tion Service. 

IFR Doc.75-24954 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Bureau of the Census 

DETERMINATIONS UNDER TITLE III OF 
THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT AMENDMENT 
OF 1975 

Language Minority Groups 

In accordance with the requirements 
of Section 203 of the Voting Right? Act 
of 1965 (42 UJS.C. 1973. et seq. W 
amended by the Voting Rights Act 
Amendment of 1975. Public Law 94 - 73 * 
the Bureau of the Census has deter¬ 
mined that the political subdivisions 
shown in the following table have more 
than 5 percent of their citizen popula¬ 
tion of voting-age of the specified lan¬ 
guage minority group and meet the re¬ 
quirement for coverage under Title Lu 
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of the Act Amendment for that minor¬ 
ity. Determinations for additional subdi¬ 
visions in these and other States will 
appear in later issues of the Federal 
register. 

Dated: September 12, 1975. 

Vincent P. Barabba. 

Director , 

Bureau of the Census . 

States or Political Subdivisions Covered 
Under Title IH or tkb Voting Rights 
Act Amendment or 1975 


State or political 

Sped/led lan¬ 

subdivision: 

guage minority 1 

Hawaii (Statewide)... 

Chineae, PUipino. 

Hawaii County. 

PUlplno, 

Japanese. 

Honolulu County- 

Chinese. PUlplno. 

Kauai County-- 

PUlplno, 

Japanese. 

Maul County- 

Do. 

Kansas: 

Finney County_ 

Spanish. 

Orant County- 

Do. 

Wichita County_ 

Do. 

Maine; Perry Town 

American 

(Washington Coun- 

Indian. 

ty>. 

Montana: 

Blaine County. 

Do. 

Glacier County- 

Do. 

Hill County_- 

Do. 

Lake County_ 

Do. 

Roosevelt County... 

Do. 

Rosebud County.... 

Do. 

Valley County_ 

Do. 

Nebraska : 

Scotia Bluff County. 

Spanish. 

Thurston County- 

American Indian. 

Nevada: 

Elko County_ 

Spanish. 

American 

Indian. 

White Pine County_ 

Spanish. 

New Mexico (State¬ 

Spanish. 

wide). 

American 

Indian. 


New Mcxioo—Continued 

State or political 

Specified lan¬ 

subdivision: 

guage minority • 

Taos County. 

American Indian. 
Spanish. 

Torrance County_ 

Spanish. 

Union County_ 

Do. 

Valencia County.... 

American Indian. 
8panlsh. 

North Dakota: 

Benson County__ 

American Indian. 

Dunn County.. 

Do. 

Mountrail County... 

Do. 

Rolette County__ 

Do. 

Oklahoma: 

Adair County_ 

Do. 

Blaine County. 

Do. 

Caddo County. 

Do. 

Cherokee County... 

Do. 

Choctaw County. 

Do. 

Coal County.. 

Do. 

Delaware County_ 

Do. 

Hughes County_ 

Do. 

Latimer County.... 

Do. 

McCurtaJn County... 

Do. 

Mein tea h County. .. 

Do. 

Mayes County. 

Do. 

Okfuskee County.... 

Do. 

Osage County...__ 

Do. 

Pushmataha County. 

Do. 

Seminole County... 

Do. 

Sequoyah County__ 

Do. 

Tillman County_ 

Spanish. 

South Dakota: 

Bennett County_ 

American Indian. 

Charles Mu County.. 

Do. 

l.vman County__ 

Do. 

Mellette County_ 

Do. 

Shannon County.... 

Do. 

Waahabaugh County. 

Do. 

Utah: 

Carbon County_ 

Spanish. 

San Juan County... 

American Indian 

Uintah County. 

Do. 


|PR Doc.75-24800 Filed 9-17-75;8:45 am) 


CENSUS ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
AGRICULTURE STATISTICS 

Notice of Public Meetings 


Bernalillo County... Spanish. 

Catron County...... Do. 

Chaves County_ Do. 

Collar County_ Do. 

Curry County_ Do. 

De Bars County__ Do. 

Dona Ana County... Do. 

Eddy County....... Do. 

Grant County..._ Do. 

Guadalupe County.. Do! 

Harding County_ do. 

Hidalgo County_ do, 

Res County_ Do! 

Lincoln County..... Do. 

Lcms Alamos County.. Do. 

Luna County_ Do. 

McKinley County.... American Indian. 
^ Spanish. 

Mora County-3pa»l*h. 

Otero County_ Do. 

Quay County_ Do. 

Rio Arriba County... American Indian, 
B Spanish. 

Roosevelt County. Spanish. 

Sandoval County-American Indian, 

o Spanish. 

San J uan County. ... Do. 

San Miguel County.. Spanish. 

Santa Fe County_ Do. 

Sierra County_ Do. 

Socorro County__ Do! 

h ,rUd| ctlons In which more 
Mun. # . PWW " of th ® cm ** n population of 
... "*.*** member. of a language minor- 

^«J^al mtl ‘ Cy “ grcat ® r th ‘ n **• 


Tlie Census Advisory Committee on 
Agriculture Statistics will convene on 
October 23 and 24, 1975 at 9:15 a m The 
Committee will meet in Room 2424, Fed¬ 
eral Building 3, Bureau of the Census, 
Sultland. Maryland. 

This Committee was established In 
1962 to advise the Director, Bureau of the 
Census, concerning the kind of informa¬ 
tion that should be obtained from ag¬ 
ricultural respondents; to prepare rec¬ 
ommendations regarding the contents 
of agricultural reports; and to present 
the views and needs for data of major 
agricultural organizations and their 
members, and other users of agricultural 
statistics. 

The Committee 1 b composed of 19 
members appointed by the presidents 
of the non-profit organizations having 
representatives on the Committee, and 
two members fron\ the U.8. Department 
of Agriculture. 

The agenda for the October 23 meeting 
is: <1) Topics of current interests at the 
Bureau of the Census; (2) Economic 
census review, (a) current status of 
Weicker-Litton Bill, 8-199, <b> plans for 
1977 Economic Censuses, (c) plans for 
the next census of agriculture; (3) Re¬ 
port on 1974 Census of Agriculture data 
collection and processing; (4) Report on 


survey of respondent nnd nonrespond¬ 
ent attitudes; and (5) Discussion of <a> 
changes in farm definition and farm 
classifications. <b) new data needs, and 
<c) value concepts. 

The agenda for the October 24 meet¬ 
ing is: (1) Report on Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget sponsored comprehen¬ 
sive review of agricultural statistics pro¬ 
gram. and (2) Discussion of Department 
of Agriculture proposal for a series of an¬ 
nual surveys. 

Tlie meetings will be open to the pub¬ 
lic. and a brief period will be set aside on 
October 24 for public comment and ques¬ 
tions. Extensive questions or statements 
must be submitted In writing to the Com¬ 
mittee Control Officer at least three days 
prior to the meeting. 

Persons planning to attend and wish¬ 
ing additional Information concerning 
this meeting should contact the Commit¬ 
tee Control Officer, Mr. J. Thomas Breen, 
Chief. Agriculture Division. Bureau of 
the Census, Room 3015, Federal Build¬ 
ing 4.Sultland. Maryland. (Mall address: 
Washington. DC. 20233)). Telephone 
301-763-5230. 

Dated: September 16, 1973. 

Vincent P. Barabba. 

Director. Bureau of the Census. 

I PH Doc.75-25007 Piled 0-17-75:8:45 am| 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 

(Docket No. 75N-0197J 

IN VITRO DIAGNOSTIC PRODUCTS FOR 
HUMAN USE 

Notke of Request for Data and Information 
To Establish a Product Class Standard 
for Products Intended for Use In Anti¬ 
rubella Antibody Tests 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs, 
in accordance with the procedures set 
out in Part 328 (21 CFR Part 328), re¬ 
quests data and information to establish 
a product class standard for products in¬ 
tended for use in antirubella antibody 
tests. All submissions must be mailed on 
or before December 17, 1975. 

The Commissioner, following consulta¬ 
tion with the Diagnostic Products Ad¬ 
visory Committee, has concluded that a 
product class standard for in vitro diag¬ 
nostic products utilized in antirubella 
antibody tests appears to be necessary to 
reduce or eliminate unreasonable risk or 
illness or Injury associated with expo¬ 
sure to. or use of. such products, and he 
has concluded that there are no other 
more practicable means to protect the 
public from such risks. Currentlv, no 
such standard exists or is being devel¬ 
oped for these particular products. In¬ 
creased demands for the determination 
of both the immune status to rubella as¬ 
sociated with vaccination programs and 
the problems associated with obstetrical 
patients who have contracted rubella 
moke it imperative that uniformly reli¬ 
able procedures be widely available. 

Rubella Is a highly contagious viral 
disease. Although it is generally consid- 
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ercd to be Inconsequential In children, 
the high incidence of fetiil defects asso¬ 
ciated with Infection with rubella during 
the early stages of pregnancy constitutes 
a major health concern. Diagnosis of 
rubella infection Is essential, therefore, 
whether or not there exists a rubella 
epidemic. In many cases, serological evi¬ 
dence Is the only method for establish¬ 
ing diagnostic certainty. 

On the basis of all the data and other 
relevant information available, and pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of 8 328.30(a) 
(21 CFR 328.30(a)). the Commissioner 
finds: 

During the epidemic of 1084-1965, 
5.000 therapeutic abortions and 2,000 ex¬ 
cess neonatal deaths were related to ru¬ 
bella (Ref. 1). An estimated 30.000 babies 
whose mothers contracted the disease 
during pregnancy suffered from birth de¬ 
fects such as hearing loss, cataracts, 
heart disease, and psychiatric and be¬ 
havioral sequelae including mental re¬ 
tardation. autism, and ‘’sequencing prob¬ 
lems/* te.. difficulty In placing letters, 
numbers, or pictures In proper sequence 
(Ref. 2). Only within the past 30 years 
has rubella been recognized In its more 
seiious aspects as a virus capable of In¬ 
ducing major fetal damage when con¬ 
tracted by a woman in the early stages 
of pregnancy (Ref. 3) The technical ad¬ 
vancements in rubella research during 
the early 1960‘s, which were prompted 
by the disastrotis effects of the 1964 epi¬ 
demic, spurred scientists to study the 
epidemiological patterns of rubella. 

Scientists engaged In rubella research 
are well aware of the limitations of some 
of the available serologic procedures. 
Some of these procedures, although re¬ 
liable and capable of providing useful 
information, are expensive, time-con¬ 
suming. and complicated to perform. 
Other methods such as complement-fixa¬ 
tion. which detects transient antibodies, 
cannot be used to determine adult Im¬ 
munity and are not appropriate f on epi¬ 
demiological studies (Ref. 4). In rubella, 
certain types of antibody titers remain 
low with the result that some procedures 
present difficulties in interpretation of 
test results. Since one of the most Im¬ 
portant factors in managing pregnancy 
in women exposed to rubella is the result 
of the antirubella antibody test, it is im¬ 
perative that the diagnostic products be 
extremely accurate and reliable. 

The importance of a definite labora¬ 
tory diagnosis cannot be over-empha¬ 
sized, as other agents have been shown 
to produce symptoms similar to those of 
rubella. From 8 to 71 percent, depending 
on age and location, of all pregnant wom¬ 
en are without detectable antibodies, 
making them susceptible to rubella in¬ 
fection <Ref. 5.6). Using serological tests, 
studies have shown that the attack rate 
among susceptible individuals, which is 
believed to be dependent upon the in¬ 
tensity and degree of exposure, ranges 
from 50 to 100 percent (Ref. 7, 8). 

The two major approaches to rubella 
epidemic prevention. “herd immunity” 
and “select target group immunity”, de¬ 
veloped since the availability of vaccine, 
have encountered their share of prob¬ 


lems. Herd Immunity, entailing the vac¬ 
cination of preschool and early school 
age children, thereby supposedly inter¬ 
rupting the epidemiological pattern and 
reducing the probability of susceptible 
women (the target group) being exposed 
to the disease during pregnancy, proved 
to be Ineffective, as documented in an 
epidemic in Casper. Wyoming in 1971. 
Despite the fact that 52 percent of the 
preschool children and 83 percent of the 
elementary school children had been Im¬ 
munized. Casper still had an epidemic of 
rubella (Ref. 9). The concentration of 
the epidemic In unvaccinated adolescents 
indicated that the epidemic could not 
be blamed on failure of the vaccine. 

Programs to immunize supposedly 
nonpregnant young women have pre¬ 
sented some difficulties. The highest risk 
is that the woman is unaware of concep¬ 
tion at the time of vaccination or does 
not prevent pregnancy subsequent to 
vaccination. Occasionally, cases arise 
where a young woman may accept vac¬ 
cination rather than face the social or 
economic consequences of admitting her 
pregnancy. At this time, there is suffi¬ 
cient evidence to implicate attenuated 
rubella strains in fetal damage, and 
rubella vaccination in early pregnancy 
Is considered probable cause for thera¬ 
peutic abortion. 

There is no feasible way to resolve all 
of these problem* in a single step. It is 
obvious, however, that providing a higher 
degree of accuracy, reliability and con¬ 
sistency in antirubeila antibody testing 
would minimize the problems in the 
detection of rubella. 
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There Is no reason to suspect that a 
standard for to vitro diagnostic product? 
for the detection, determination, or as¬ 
say of antirubeila antibody would have 
on unreasonable effect upon the utility, 
cost, or availability of these products 
The Commissioner believes that a rea¬ 
sonable standard can be adopted with a 
minimal disruption of supply and of 
manufacturing and other commercial 
practices. Prior to publishing any pro¬ 
posed standard for such products, the 
Commissioner will give careful consider¬ 
ation to any relevant Information re¬ 
ceived in response to this request regard¬ 
ing the need for a standard, the proba¬ 
ble effect of a standard upon the utility, 
cost, or availability of the product, and 
the available means of achieving the ob¬ 
jective of a standard with a minimal dis¬ 
ruption of supply and of reasonable man¬ 
ufacturing and other commercial prac¬ 
tices. 

Therefore, the Commissioner proposes 
to develop a product class standard for in 
vitro diagnostic products for the detec¬ 
tion of antirubeila antibody. Produrt*; to 
be reviewed for the development of this 
product class standard include reagents 
or systems for the detection, determina¬ 
tion. or assay of antirubeila antibody to 
serum or blood, particularly reagents or 
systems for hemagglutination inhibition 
tests or complement-fixation tests: con¬ 
trol serums for any antirubeila antibody 
test: or any reagent or system intended 
to give a presumptive diagnosis of rubella 
or confirm an immunity to rubella. 

To provide all interested persons an op¬ 
portunity to comment on the need for 
such a standard. Including factors to be 
considered by the Commissioner required 
by 21 CFR 8 328 30(a). and to present 
pertinent data and Information in refer¬ 
ence to the development of a standard 
for these products, the Commissioner in¬ 
vites the submission of both published 
and unpublished data concerning the 
composition, performance, and labeling 
of these products. The format for such 
submission may be determined by the 
nature of the information to be submit¬ 
ted. Any product performance informa¬ 
tion submitted shall relate to the per¬ 
formance of that product as marketed or 
as intended for marketing. Information 
submitted by a manufacturer of a pro¬ 
duct that win be affected by the stand¬ 
ard shall be In the format described be¬ 
low. Four indexed and bound copies shall 
be submitted (except that individual 
may submit single copies). 

1. Name of product class (Antirubeila 
Antibody Detection). the date of the Fed¬ 
eral Rfcistth statement, and the docket 
number found in the brackets In the 
heading of this Federal Register state¬ 
ment. 
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2. Proprietary name of product 

3. Name of person responsible for this 

submission. 

4. Intended use or uses of the product 

5. A statement categorizing the proce¬ 
dure. e.g.. qualitative or quantitative. 

C. Copies of label and all other label¬ 
ing under which product is currently 
marketed, or for a proposed product, the 
label and all other labeling under which 
marketing is intended. 

7. Description of the product as ap¬ 
propriate: For example, if the product is. 
or includes, a reagent, state the proprie¬ 
tary name and established name (com¬ 
mon or usual name) if any. the chemical 
prime. If applicable, and quantity, pro¬ 
portion, or concentration of each reac¬ 
tive catalytic, or inactive Ingredient. If 
the product Is a biological material, list 
the source and a measure of its activity. 
Include a statement of any purification 
or treatment required for use. If the 
product is, or includes, an instrument or 
equipment, describe as appropriate Its 
use or function, installation procedures 
(including service, maintenance or any 
special requirements), principle of oper¬ 
ating instructions (including limitations, 
hazards, or precautions) and calibration 
procedures (including material and/or 
equipment to be used) . 

8. Stability information: Provide ft de¬ 
scription of, as well as the data derived 
from, studies conducted on the stability 
of the product. For any product that re¬ 
quires manipulation, e.g., reconstitution 
or mixing, stability data shall be de¬ 
scribed for the reconstituted or mixed 
product Describe the means by which 
the information was developed. The data 
shall be for the product in the container 
in which it is marketed to assure, among 
other things, that the container is not 
reactive, additive, or absorptive to an 
extent that alters the product or its per¬ 
formance. Include any expiration period 
data that supports any expiration date 
that appears in the labeling of the prod¬ 
uct. Describe the storage conditions nec¬ 
essary for the product, such as tempera¬ 
ture. light, and humidity. 

9. Hazards to user: A statement of the 
principle hazards associated with the 
product. Include the result of tests con¬ 
ducted to determine the applicability of 
hazard warnings or cautions, including 
those established in the regulations con¬ 
tained in 16 CFR Part 1500. 

10. History of methodology: A brief 
history of methodology, with pertinent 
references. All references to reports of 
adverse or unfavorable experience with 
Uie product or the procedure on which It 
is based shall be included. If the prod- 
uct procedure is the same as one that has 
been published, cite the reference, state 
the reason for and the nature of any 
modification and the effect such modi¬ 
fication may have on the results of the 
procedure as compared to the original, 
include data illustrating the comparison 

the modified procedure to the proce¬ 
dure as published. 

tk 11 * Prtn c*Ple of test: An explanation of 
we test procedure Including the cheml- 
c *i. physical, physiological, or biological 
principle of the procedure with chemical 


reactions and techniques involved, if 
applicable. 

12. Specimen collection and prepara¬ 
tion: A description of the specimen to 
be subjected to analysis: 

a. Special precautions regarding speci¬ 
men collections, including special prep¬ 
aration of the patient as it bears on the 
validity of the test. 

b. Additives, preservatives, etc., neces¬ 
sary to maintain the integrity of the 
specimen. 

c. Known interfering substances and 
their effect on the procedure and results. 

d. Appropriate storage, handling, or 
shipping instructions. 

13. Procedure: A detailed step-by-step 
description of the test procedure from re¬ 
ception of the specimen to obtaining re¬ 
sults. including any points that may be 
useful In Improving precision And accu¬ 
racy. Identify reference materials In¬ 
cluding those used as controls. Describe 
preparation of controls, reference mate¬ 
rials, or use of blanks, etc. 

14. Results: Explain the criteria for in¬ 
terpreting test results. If subjective ob¬ 
servation is Involved, provide adequate 
guidance In the form of photographs, 
controls, etc. for accurate interpretation. 
If quantitative data is obtained, explain 
procedures for calculating the value or 
titer. Include a step-by-step sample cal¬ 
culation explaining the answer. Values 
should be expressed to the appropriate 
number of significant figures. Provide the 
basis for evaluation of test results. 

15. Limitation of the procedure: In¬ 
clude a statement of the limitations of 
the procedure and an explanation of ex¬ 
trinsic factors. If any, that may affect 
the results. Include statements regarding 
minimum training needed by the user, 
special precautions and interfering sub¬ 
stances. If a more specific or more sensi¬ 
tive laboratory test is indicated In cer¬ 
tain Instances, the need for the additional 
test shall be explained and data submit¬ 
ted to support its value. 

16. Support of claims: Include all 
available data, published or unpublished, 
which supports or is critical of the prod¬ 
uct or its procedure. Include data for 
both normal and abnormal subjects and 
a description of the population studies. 
State for each claim: 

a. Labeling claim. 

b. Background documentation: Pro¬ 
vide a bibliography and reprints of all 
pertinent references. 

c. Procedure used for collecting evi¬ 
dence for claims. 

d. Description of statistical protocol. 

e. Description of sampling procedure. 

f. Summary of raw results in tabular 
form. 

g. Analysis of results. 

h. Statement of interpretation of 
results. 

17. Summary of scientific basis of 
procedure: A summary of the data and 
views setting forth the scientific rationale 
and purpose of the product, and the sci¬ 
entific basis for the conclusion that the 
product has or has not been proven ac¬ 
curate and reliable for Its intended uses. 
If there is an absence of controlled stud¬ 
ies In the material submitted, an expla¬ 


nation as to why such studies are not 
considered necessary shall also be 
included. 

18. If the submission is by a manufac¬ 
turer. a statement signed by the person 
responsible for such submission tliat, to 
the best of his knowledge, it includes both 
unfavorable and favorable information 
known to be pertinent to an evaluation 
of the performance of the product Thus, 
if any type of scientific data Is submitted, 
a balanced submission of favorable and 
unfavorable data must be submitted. The 
same would be true of any other perti¬ 
nent data or Information submitted, such 
as consumer surveys or marketing 
results. 

Any such submission shall be mailed 
on or before (insert date 90 days after 
date of publication in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter) to Food and Drug Administration. 
Bureau of Medical Devices and Diagnos¬ 
tic Products. Division of Diagnostic 
Product Standards and Research < HFK- 
200), 5600 Fishers Lane. Rockville, MD 
20852. The confidentiality of all informa¬ 
tion and data submitted In response to 
this request will be treated In accordance 
with the provisions of 5 328.4 (21 CFR 
328.4). 

Copies of the nine references listed in 
this notice have been placed on file for 
public review In the office of the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion, Rm 4-65. 5600 Fishers Lone. Rock¬ 
ville, MD 20852. and may be seen In that 
office during working hours. Monday 
through Friday. 

Dated: September 11. 1975. 

8aii D. Pike, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance . 

|FR Doc.75-24814 Filed 9-17-76;8:46 am] 


Health Services Administration 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON 
HEALTH MANPOWER SHORTAGE AREAS 

Notice of Filing of Annual Reports 

Notice Is hereby given that pursuant to 
Section 13 of Public Law 92-463, the An¬ 
nual Report for the following Health 
Sendees Administration committees have 
been filed with the Library of Congress: 

National Advisory Council on Health Man¬ 
power Shortage Amu 

Maternal and Child Health Research Or ant* 
Review Committee 

National Migrant Health Advisory Commit¬ 
tee 

Copies arc available to the public for 
inspection at the Library of Congress, 
Special Forma Reading Room, Main 
Building, on weekdays between 9:00 ajn. 
and 4:30 p.m. at the Department of 
Health. Education, and Welfare. Depart¬ 
ment Library. North Building, Room 
1436, 300 Independence Avenue. 8.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, Telephone (202) 
245-6791. 

Dated: September 5. 1975. 

William H. Aspdeiv. Jr.* 

Acting Associate Administrator 
for Management . 
IFR Doc.75-24873 Filed 9-17-76.8:45 am] 
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Health Resources Administration 

COOPERATIVE HEALTH STATISTICS 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Notice of Mooting 

In accordance with section 10(a)(2) 
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(Public Law 92-463>, announcement Is 
made of the following National Advtsory 
body scheduled to assemble during the 
month of October 1975: 

Name: Cooperative Health Statistics 
Advisory Committee. 

Date and Time: October 16-17, 1975, 
9:00 a.m. 

Place: Atlanta Cabana Hotel. 870 
Peachtree Street. NJB.. Atlanta, Georgia 
30383. 

Open for entire session. 

Purpose: The Committee is to repre¬ 
sent the Interests of the people of the 
United States In providing advice and 
guidance to the Secretary and the Na¬ 
tional Center for Health Statistics on 
policies and plans In developing a major 
new national network of Integrated or 
coordinated subsystems of data collec¬ 
tions; (6) Report on plans for the 1976 
wide range of questions relating to gen¬ 
eral health problems of the population, 
health care resources, and the utilization 
of health care services. 

Agenda: The agenda will contain the 
following items: (1) Report on Data 
Needs relative to Health Planning; (2) 
Report on Data Needs of PSRO’s; (3) 
Relationship of ASTHO Reporting Sys¬ 
tem to the CHSS; (4) Report on Health 
Manpower Workshop; (5) Progress of 
the studies on Component Integration 
and Organizational Structure; Meeting 
Multiple Health Data Needs through 
Modification of National and State Sta¬ 
tistical Programs; Cost-Sharing. Confi¬ 
dentiality, Definitions, and Communica¬ 
tions; (6> Report on plans for the 1976 
Public Health Conference on Records 
and Statistics. Future meeting dates and 
Agenda will be discussed. 

Agenda items are subject to change as 
priorities dictate. 

The meeting is open to the public for 
observation and participation. Anyone 
wishing to participate, obtain a roster of 
members or other relevant information 
should contact Mr. James A. 8mith, 
Parklawn Building, Room 8-21. 5600 
Fishers Lane. Rockville. Maryland. Tele¬ 
phone (301) 443-1470. 

Dated: September 3. 1975. 

James A Walsh, 
Associate Administrator 
for Operations and Management, 

(PR Doc.75-24874 FU#d 8- 17-75; 8: 45 am) 


NURSING RESEARCH AND EDUCATION 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Notice of Filing of Annual Reports 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to Section 13 of Public Law 92-463, the 
Annual Report for the following Health 
Resources Administration committees 
has been filed with the Library of Con¬ 
gress; 


NurMng Research and Education Advisory 
Committee 

National Advisory Publlo Health Training 
Council 

Copies are available to the public for 
Inspection at the Library of Congress. 
Special Forms Reading Room, Main 
Building, or weekdays between 9:00 a.m. 
and 4:30 pjn. at the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare. Depart¬ 
ment Library, North Building. Room 
1436, 300 Independence Avenue. S.W.. 
Washington, D.C. 20201, Telephone (202) 
245-6791. 

Dated: September 9,1975. 

James A. Waxsti, 
Associate Administrator 
for Operations and Management. 

(PR Doc.75-24875 Piled 2-17-75:8:45 ara| 


Office of Education 

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON FINANCIAL AID 
TO STUDENTS 

Notice of Public Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
Section 10(a) (2) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463). that 
the next meeting of the Advisory Council 
on Financial Aid to Students will be held 
on November 6 and 7, 1975. from 9:00 
a.m. to 4:30 pjn., In Room 3000 (Assist¬ 
ant Secretary Conference Room), Fed¬ 
eral Office Building #6. 400 Maryland 
Avenue. S.W.. Washington, D.C. 20202. 

The Advisory Council on Financial Aid 
to Students is established under Section 
499(a) of the Higher Education Act of 
1965. as amended (20 U.8.C. 1089). The 
Committee shall advise the Commission¬ 
er on matters of general policy arising in 
. the administration by the Commissioner 
of programs relating to financial assist¬ 
ance to students and on the evaluation of 
the effectiveness of these programs. 

The meeting of the Committee shall be 
open to the public. The proposed agenda 
includes: 

1. Examination of State and Federal 
programs of support for Postsecondary 
Education. 

2. Role of each major type of financial 
support in the national pattern of post- 
secondary student assistance. 

3. Present changes in data require¬ 
ments and family support in student aid. 

4. Guaranteed Student Loan Program. 

5. Present patterns of student Immi¬ 
gration and special problems. 

Records shall be kept of all Committee 
proceedings and shall be available for 
public Inspection at the Council's Office 
located In Room 4525. Regional Office 
Building No. 3, 7th and D Streets, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20202. 

Signed at Washington. D.C.. on Sep¬ 
tember 10. 1975. 

Waurkn T. Troutman. 

OE Delegate . 

[PRDoc.75- 24822 Piled 0-17-75;8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Federal Disaster Assistance 
Administration 

| PDAA-480-DR: NFD-204J 

OHIO 

Notice of Major Disaster and Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant to the authority vested In the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel¬ 
opment by the President under Executive 
Order 11795 of July 11. 1974, and dele¬ 
gated to me by the Secretary under De¬ 
partment of Housing and Urban Develop¬ 
ment Delegation of Authority, Docket 
No. D-74-285; and by virtue of the Act 
of May 22. 1974. entitled ‘ Disaster Relief 
Act of 1974“ <88 Stat 143); notice is 
hereby given that on September 11. 1975. 
the President declared a major disaster 
as follows: 

I hare determined that the damage* in cer¬ 
tain area* of the State of Ohio mrul tin* from 
heavy rains and flash Hooding beginning 
about August 24. 1975, Is of sufficient sever¬ 
ity and magnitude to warrant a maj r du- 
uxter declaration under Public Law 93 288. 
I therefore declare that such a major dh« 
aster exists In the State of Ohio. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority vested In the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development un¬ 
der Executive Order 11795, and delegated 
to me by the Secretary under Depart¬ 
ment of Housing and Urban Development 
Delegation of Authority, Docket No. D- 
74-285. I hereby appoint Mr. Robert E 
Connor. HUD Region V, to act as the 
Federal Coordinating Officer for this de¬ 
clared major disaster. 

I do hereby determine the following 
areas of the State of Ohio to have been 
adversely affected by this declared ma¬ 
jor disaster: 

Tho Counties of: 

Belmont Cuyahoga 

In Jefferson County tho Villages of: 
Tlltonjivlllo Yorksvllls 

Dated: September 11.1975. 

(Catalog of Poderal Domestic Aartstance No. 
14 701. Disaster Assistance.) 

Thomas P. Dunne. 

Administrator. Federal Disaster 
Assistance Administration. 

(FR Doc 75 24881 Piled 0-17-75;8:45 am| 


Office of Interstate Land Sales Registration 
| Docket No. N-75-435J 
INDIAN ACRES OF THORNBURG. VA. 

Notice of Hearing 

In the matter of Indian Acres 
Thornburg. OILSR No. 0-0091-84-4 Doc- 
No. 75-135-18. Pursuant to 15 
1706(d) and 24 CFR 1720.160(d) notice 
is hereby given that: p 

1. Indian Acres o 1 Thornburg. Henry • 
Barksdale. President, its officers an 
agents, hereinafter referred to os * 
spondent." being subject to the pro*- 
slons of the Interstate Land Sales ni 
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Disclosure Act (Pub. Law 90-448> (15 
U.S.C. 1701 et seq>. received a Notice of 
Proceedings and Opportunity for Hear¬ 
ing issued August 13, 1975, which was 
sent to the developer pursuant to 15 
U.S.C. 1706(d), 24 CFR 1710.45(b)(1) 
and 1720.125 informing the developer of 
information obtained by the Office of In¬ 
terstate Land Sales Registration alleging 
that the Statement of Record and Prop¬ 
erty Report for Indian Acres of Thorn¬ 
burg. located in Spotsylvania County, 
Virginia, contain untrue statement of 
material fact or omit to state material 
facts required to be stated therein as 
necessary to make the statements there¬ 
in not misleading. 

2. The Respondent filed an Answer re¬ 
ceived in response to the Notice of Pro¬ 
ceedings and Opportunity for Hearing. 

3. In said Answer the Respondent re¬ 
quested a hearing on the allegations con¬ 
tained in the Notice of Proceedings and 
Opportunity for Hearing. 

4 Therefore, pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 CFR 
1720.160(d), IT IS HEREBY ORDERED 
that a public hearing for the purpose of 
taking evidence on the questions set forth 
in the Notice of Proceedings and Oppor¬ 
tunity for Hearing will be held before 
Judge James W. Mast, in Room 7146, 
Department of HUD, 451 7th Street. 
8W , Washington, D.C., on September 24. 
1975,10:00 am. 

The following time and procedure is 
applicable to such hearing: All affidavits 
and a list of all witnesses arc requested 
to be filed with the Hearing Clerk, HUD 
Building, Room 10150, Washington, D.C., 
20410 on or before September 16, 1975. 

6 The Respondent is HEREBY NOTI¬ 
FIED that failure to appear at the above 
seht*!uled hearing shall be.deemed a de¬ 
fault and the proceedings shall be de¬ 
termined against Respondent, the alle¬ 
gations of which shall be deemed to be 
true, and an ORDER Suspending the 
Statement of Record, herein identified, 
shall be Issued pursuant to 24 CFR 
1710.45(b)(1), 

This notice shall be served upon the 
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24 

CFR 1720.440. 

tailed September 10. 1975. 

By the Secretary. 


James W. Mast, 
Administrative Law Judge. 
[FR Ooc.75 24839 Piled 9-17~75;8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Materials Transportation Bureau 
[Docket No. Pet. 75-5] 

BUCKEYE PIPE LINE CO. 

Grant of Waiver 

On March 31, 1975. the Buckeye Pipe 
Company filed a petition for waiver 
n^To?.S? ,lance wlth requirements 
® CFR 195.414(b). The waiver was 
requested for a 30-month period regard- 
r. 119 miles of bare, cathodlcally unpro¬ 
tected pipelines carrying crude oil or pe¬ 


troleum products between Lima and To¬ 
ledo, Ohio, and between Wayne. Michi¬ 
gan and Cygnet and Toledo, Ohio. 

Section 195.414(b) requires that bare 
pipelines be electrically inspected before 
April 1, 1975. to determine areas of ac¬ 
tive corrosion. That Section further re¬ 
quires the Company to provide cathodic 
protection where active corrosion is 
found. 

The Buckey e Pipe Line Company is a 
wholly owned subsidiary of the Pennsyl¬ 
vania Company which is wholly owned 
by the Penn Central Transportation 
Company. In explaining its need for the 
waiver. Buckeye states that as a result 
of the Penn Central bankruptcy in 1970, 
its 5-year average expenditure for safety 
related projects fell from $5.8 million be¬ 
fore the bankruptcy to $1.7 million there¬ 
after. The bankruptcy made financing 
for capital improvement projects impos¬ 
sible to obtain, and consequently planned 
construction projects had to be curtailed 

Furthermore, management changes in 
the parent companies and at Buckeye 
following the bankruptcy slowed the 
process of timely compliance with the 
Federal pipeline safety regulations. 

In further support of its request for 
waiver, the company states that its leak 
records show that the 119 miles of pipe¬ 
lines should be reconditioned or replaced. 
To accomplish this objective, the Com¬ 
pany has under way a 30-month con¬ 
struction program to be completed in 
September 1977. The program provides 
for replacing the most hazardous seg¬ 
ments and those in densely populated 
areas with priority. Under these condi¬ 
tions, the Company believes that com¬ 
pliance with the electrical Inspection re¬ 
quirements of $ 195.414(b) would be 
superfluous from a safety standpoint and 
unnecessarily costly. 

As an interim safety measure, the 
Company has voluntarily reduced the 
operating pressures on th e 119 miles of 
pipelines. Under 49 CFR Part 195. the 
operating pressure of a pipeline may be 
as high as 72 percent of the pipeline’s 
specified minimum yield strength 
(SMYS). In comparison, the highest ac¬ 
tual operating pressure in the 119 miles 
of pipelines is 36 percent of SMY8, which 
occurs in open or agricultural land. Ap¬ 
proximately. 80 percent of the pipelines 
have operating pressures of less than 25 
percent of SMYS. One-third of these arc 
operating at 11 percent of SMYS. or less, 
including pipelines in residential areas 
which cross front or back yards. Addi¬ 
tionally. to ensure that the reduced pres¬ 
sures on the 119 miles of pipelines arc 
not exceeded, the Company is using exist¬ 
ing or installing new pressure relief or 
control devices. All new devices are 
scheduled for installation in 1975. 

As an added safety precaution, the 
Company also patrols the 119 miles of 
pipelines twice a w«*ck — more frequently 
than required by the Federal regulations. 

The Materials Transportation Bureau 
(MTB) has reviewed the information 
submitted in connection with the peti¬ 
tion. Based on that review and other rel¬ 
evant information, MTB finds that the 


requested waiver would be appropriate 
and consistent with pipeline safety be¬ 
cause (1) the Company is making a good 
faith effort to rehabilitate its pipeline 
system beyond the levels of safety re¬ 
quired by the Federal regulations: <2> 
during the rehabilitation program, the 
reduction in operating pressures coupled 
with additional pressure relief and con¬ 
trol devices and frequent patrols should 
provide for the public safety: and (3) in 
consideration of the projected replace¬ 
ments, compliance with Section 195.414 
(b) would serve no useful purpose. 

Accordingly, effective April 1, 1975. the 
Buckeye Pipe Line Company is hereby 
granted a waiver from compliance with 
( 195.414(b) regarding the 119 miles of 
bare, cathodlcally unprotected pipelines 
identified hereinbefore and more specifi¬ 
cally in its petition, subject, however, to 
the following condition: 

Beginning October l. 1975. and every six 
months thereafter, the Buckeye Pipe Lino 
Company ahaU submit to the MTB a written 
report of the progress of !U 30-month con¬ 
struction program as It relates to the 119 
miles of pipelines subject to this waiver. In¬ 
cluding therein a description of every leak 
occurring on the pipelines, if any 

This Notice is issued under the author¬ 
ity of sections 831-835 of Title 18. United 
States Code, section 6(e)(4) of the De¬ 
partment of Transportation Act (49 U8C 
1655(e) (4) ) v and 9 1.64 of the regulations 
of the Office of the Secretary of Trans¬ 
portation (49 CFR 1.64). 

Issued in Washington, D C. on Septem¬ 
ber 15. 1975. 

Cesar DeLeon, 

Acting Director , Office of 
Pipeline Safety Operations. 

JFR Doc.75 24871 Piled 9-17-75.8:46 am^ 


National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

AIR BRAKE SYSTEMS—STANDARD 
NO. 121 

Meeting 

This notice announces that the Na¬ 
tional Highway Traffic Safety Adminis¬ 
tration will hold a public meeting to 
permit interested persons to present In¬ 
formation orally and in writing on field 
experience with trucks, buses, and 
trailers manufactured in conformity 
with Standard No. 121. Air Brake Sys¬ 
tems. 

Standard No. 121 (49 CFR 571 121) be¬ 
came effective on January I. 1975. for 
air-braked trailers and March 1, 1975, 
for air-braked trucks and buses. The 
standard establishes performance re¬ 
quirements for the service brake, emer¬ 
gency brake, and parking brake systems 
of these vehicles. A major requirement 
is that trucks and buses be capable of 
stopping within a limited distance within 
a 12-foot-wide lane and without uncon¬ 
trolled lockup of wheets above 10 mph. 
This and other requirements have gen¬ 
erated major modifications of existing 
brake system designs, and the Introduc¬ 
tion of “antilock” systems on most pro¬ 
duction vehicles. 
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The NHTSA has received reports that 
the new-Introduced braking systems and 
antilock systems of some manufacturers, 
have not been operating properly, caus¬ 
ing Increased maintenance and the pos¬ 
sibility of unsafe vehicle braking per¬ 
formance. Eight safety-related defects 
in the production systems have been re¬ 
ported to the NHTSA. and recall cam¬ 
paigns are underway at this time. 

To fully consolidate and evaluate such 
data, the agency has established a pub¬ 
lic Ale at Department of Transportation 
headquarters that contains records ol re¬ 
liability problems reported by any 
source. This file is part of an extensive, 
continuing NHTSA program to monitor 
the effectiveness and the ec onom ic as¬ 
pects of Standard No. 121. NHTSA engi¬ 
neering officials recently held meetings 
with representatives of several vehicle 
manufacturers (Ford, General Motors, 
International Harvester. Fruehauf, Mock 
Truck) and suppliers (Wagner Electric, 
Kelsey-Hayes. Rockwell International, 
Eaton. Berg. Goodrich! to determine the 
nature and extent of reliability problems 
reported directly from the field. These 
efforts indicate that the problems discov¬ 
ered to date result from specific design 
and quality control deficiencies, and are 
susceptible to engineering solutions. 

The NHTSA cannot be certain, how¬ 
ever. that it has, through these means, 
accumulated all available data on reli¬ 
ability problems in the new systems that 
could cause unsafe operating conditions. 
One area where data may be Incomplete 
Is the susceptibility of electronic anti- 
lock components to malfunction because 
of radio transmission interference. Wide¬ 
spread reports In the press and elsewhere 
allege the existence of such problems to a 
much greater degree than the NHT8A 
has been able to verify from information 
furnished by vehicle manufacturers and 
operators. 

To ensure that the data upon which 
the NHTSA relics are complete, the 
agency considers it imperative to collect 
all existing information on the operation 
of the new systems as soon as possible. 
For these reasons the NHTSA has de¬ 
termined that, os part of its effort to 
monitor the effects of Standard No. 121, 
a public meeting Is desirable to discuss 
the field experience accumulated with 
the new vehicles. Such a meeting will 
permit the agency to determine whether 
unsubstantiated reports of accidents at¬ 
tributed to the new systems can be veri¬ 
fied. and to update its assessment of 
associated maintenance and other 
operating costs. 

Although these reasons are the pri¬ 
mary purposes of the public meeting, 
other comments are invited with respect 
to the operation and the economic as¬ 
pects of air-brake systems conforming 
to Standard 121, on the basis of either 
experience or analysis. The views of all 
interested parties, and In particular, 
component suppliers, vehicle manufac¬ 
turers. and vehicle operators, are Invited. 
Written data may be submitted to sup¬ 


plement an oral summary presented at 
the meeting, or may be submitted sepa¬ 
rately. 

Interested persons are Invited to attend 
the meeting. Persons who desire to make 
a formal presentation should contact 
Dr. Stephen Sacks, National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration. 400 Sev¬ 
enth Street. SW., Washington, D.C. 20500 
(telephone 202-426-2153) before Octo¬ 
ber 15.1975, so that limitations (if neces¬ 
sary) and the need for any special equip¬ 
ment, such as projectors, can be dis¬ 
cussed, and final arrangements can be 
made. A general outline of the planned 
presentation should also be submitted at 
this time. Persons whose presentations 
include slides, motion pictures, or other 
visual aids should plan to submit copies 
of them for the record at the meeting. 

An agenda will be available at the 
meeting. A transcript of the meeting will 
be made, and will be available for ex¬ 
amination in the Docket Section. Room 
5108. 400 Seventh Street, S.W., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., approximately 5 days after 
the meeting. 

The meeting will be held at the Depart¬ 
mental Auditorium, Constitution Avenue, 
NW. (between 12th & 14th Streets, N.W.), 
Washington. D.C. The meeting will be in 
sessiew from 9 a.m. until 5 pjn. on Octo¬ 
ber 29. 1975, and. depending on the re¬ 
quest for time, during the same hours on 
October 30. and 31.1975. 

(Sec. 103. 110. Pub. L. 89-553, 80 SUt. 718 
(15 U.S C. 1392. 1407); delegations of author¬ 
ity at 49 CFR 1.51 and 49 CFR 501.8.) 

Issued on September 16.1975. 

Robert L. Carter. 

Associate Administrator . 

3fofor Vehicle Programs . 

| PR Doc.75-25013 Filed 9-16-75:3:39 pm] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket No. 25280: Agreement CAB. 25384 
R~1 through R-3; Order 75-9-381 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Specific Commodity Rates 

Issued under delegated authority Sep¬ 
tember 15. 1975. 

An agreement has been filed with tho 
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) 
and Part 261 of the Board's Economic 
Regulations between various air carriers, 
foreign air carriers, and other carriers 
embodied in the resolution* of the Joint 
Traffic Conferences of the International 
Air Transport Association (IATA). and 
adopted pursuant to the provisions of 
Resolution 590 dealing with specific com¬ 
modity rates. 

The agreement names additional spe¬ 
cific commodity rates as set forth below 
reflecting reductions from general cargo 
rates: and were adopted pursuant to un¬ 
protested notices to the carriers and 
promulgated In IATA letter dated Au¬ 
gust 28, 1975. 


Agrraaieal 8pnd5o 

CAB commodity Description and mt« 
Item No. 


R-l. 


R-3.j 


HrS.a 


41 V> Electronic control pan-L) far 
railway tracks, 130 emu 

B kjr, minimum wrlrU 
kya. from N»w York 

to Wim*. 


*">13 Pi pea. Smoking, 134 emu 
per k*.. minimum wdfht 
«JD kp. from Tel Ativ lu 


4123 Aircraft parts and acc^ 
•ortas, ISO cants t*r i r 
minimum weight loo Ltv 
from Los Augrin to 
Chnsichurtb. 


Pursuant to authority duly delegated 
by the Board In the Board’s Regulations. 
14 CFR 385.14, it is not found that the 
subject agreement is adverse to the pub¬ 
lic interest or In violation of the Act, 
provided that approval is subject to the 
conditions hereinafter ordered. 

Accordingly. IT IS ORDERED THAT: 

Agreement C.AJJ. 25384, R-l through 
R-3. is approved, provided that approval 
shall not constitute approval of the spe¬ 
cific commodity descriptions contained 
therein for purposes of tariff publica¬ 
tions: provided further that tariff filings 
shall be marked to become effective on 
not less than 30 days’ notice from the 
date of filing. 

Persons entitled to petition the Board 
for review of this order, pursuant to the 
Board’s Regulations. 14 CFR 385.50, may 
file such petitions within ten days after 
the date of this order. 

This order shall be effective and be¬ 
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board upon expiration of the above pe¬ 
riod, unless within such period a petition 
for review thereof is filed or the Board 
gives notice that it will review this order 
on its own motion. 

This order will be pubUshed in the 
Federal Register. 

[seal] Edwin Z. Holland. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 75-24915 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 ami 


[Docket No. 25280: Agreement CAB. 25389: 
Order 75-9-351 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Specific Commodity Rates 

Issued under delegated authority. Sep¬ 
tember 12. 1975. 

An agreement has been filed with the 
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) 
and Part 261 of the Board’s Economic 
Regulations between various air carrion, 
foreign air carriers, and other carriers 
embodied in the resolutions of the Joint 
Traffic Conferences of the International 
Air Transport Association (IATA), arid 
adopted pursuant to the provisions o 
Resolution 590 dealing with specific com¬ 
modity rates. 
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The agreement names an additional 
specific commodity rate, as set forth be¬ 
low, reflecting a reduction from general 
cargo rates, and was adopted pursuant 
to unprotested notices to the carriers and 
promulgated in an IATA letter dated 
August 20, 1975. 

Specific 

Commodity 


Item No. Description and rate 

1421__ Cut Flowers, foliage. In¬ 


cluding Mimosa. 190 
cents per kg., minimum 
weight 100 kgs.. 166 
cents per kg., minimum 
weight 300 kgs., from 
Bucharest to New York. 

Pursuant to authority duly delegated 
by the Board in the Board’s Regulations, 
14 CFR 385.14. it is not found that the 
subject agreement is adverse to the pub¬ 
lic Interest or In violation of the Act, 
provided that approval is subject to the 
conditions hereinafter ordered. 

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT: 

Agreement C.A.B. 25369 is approved, 
provided that approval shall not consti¬ 
tute approval of the specific commodity 
descriptions contained therein for pur¬ 
poses of tariff publications; provided 
further that tariff filings shall be marked 
to become effective on not less than 30 
days' notice from the date of filing. 

Persons entitled to petition the Board 
for review of this order, pursuant to the 
Board's Regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may 
file such petitions within ten days after 
the date of this order. 

This order shall be effective and be¬ 
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board upon expiration of the above pe¬ 
riod. unless within such period a petition 
for review thereof Is filed or the Board 
gives notice that it will review this order 
on its own motion. 

This order will be published in the 
Fedzxl Register. 

I seal] Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 

JFR Doc.75-24916 Filed 9-17-76:8:45 am) 

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 
ARKANSAS STATE ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice Is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.8. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a planning meeting of the Arkan¬ 
sas State Advisory Committee (SAC) to 
this Commission will convene at 8 p,m. 
and end at 10:30 pjn. on October 6. 1975. 
in the Camelot Inn (Board Room) 
Broadway and Markham Streets, Little 
Rock. Arkansas 72201. 

Persons wishing to attend this meet¬ 
ing should contact the Committee Chair¬ 
person, or the Southwestern Regional 
Offlce of the Commission. Room 231, New 
Moore Building, 106 Broadway. San An¬ 
tonio. Texas 78205. 

The purpose of this meeting is con¬ 
sideration of Delta follow-up proposal: 
Planning and discussion. 


This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the Rules and Regulations of 
the Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., Septem¬ 
ber 15.1975. 


Isaiah T. Creswell. Jr.. 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer . 

|FR Doc.76-24868 Filed 9-17-76:8:46 am) 


WEST VIRGINIA STATE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agonda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a planning meeting of the West Vir¬ 
ginia State Advisory Committee (SAC) 
to this Commission will convene at 12 
noon and end at 2 pm. on October 10. 
1975, at 2805 Kanawha Blvd. E. Charles¬ 
ton, W. Virginia (Cle'mcnts Restaurant). 

Persons wishing to attend this meeting 
should contact the Committee Chairper¬ 
son or the Mid-Atlantic Regional Office 
of the Commission. Room 510. 2120 L 
Street, NW.. Washington. D.C. 20037. 

The purpose of this meeting is to dis¬ 
cuss and make plans for next SAC 
activity. 

This meeting will be conducted pur¬ 
suant to the Rules and Regulations of 
the Commission. 

Dated at Washington, DC., Septem¬ 
ber 15.1975. 

Isaiah T. Creswell. Jr., 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

|FR Doc.75“24869 Fllod 9-17-75:8:45 am) 


COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 

COTTON TEXTILES AND COTTON TEXTILE 
PRODUCTS FROM BRAZIL 

Import Levels 

September 15,1975, 

On October 23. 1970, the United States 
Government concluded a comprehensive 
bilateral cotton textile agreement with 
thet Government of the Federative Re¬ 
public of Brazil concerning exports of 
cotton textiles and cotton textile prod¬ 
ucts from the Federative Republic of 
Brazil to the United States over a five- 
year period beginning on October 1, 1970 
and extending through September 30, 
1976. The bilateral agreement was sub¬ 
sequently amended and extended through 
September 30, 1977. Among the provi¬ 
sions of the agreement, as amended and 
extended, arc those establishing on ag¬ 
gregate limit for the 64 categories, group 
limits, and within the group limits, spe¬ 
cific limits on Categories 1-4, 9. 18/19 
and part of 26 (printcloth). 22/23, part 
of 26/27 (duck), part of 26/27 (other 
than printcloth and duck), part of 30/31, 
50. 51, 55. and part of 64 for the 
agreement year beginning on October 1, 
1975. 


Accordingly, there is published below 
a letter of September 15. 1975, from the 
Chairman of the Committee for the Im¬ 
plementation of Textile Agreements to 
the Commissioner of Customs, directing 
that the amounts of cotton textiles and 
cotton textile products in Categories 1-^. 
9. 18/19 and part of 26 (printcloth), 32/ 
23. part of 26/27 (duck), part of 26/27 
(other than printcloth and duck), part 
of 30/31, 50, 51. 55, and part of 64. pro¬ 
duced or manufactured in the Federative 
Republic of Brazil, which may be entered 
or withdrawn from warehouse for con¬ 
sumption in the United States for the 
twelve-month period beginning on Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1975 and extending through Sep¬ 
tember 30. 1976. be limited to the desig¬ 
nated levels. The letter published below 
and the actions pursuant thereto are not 
designed to Implement all of the provi¬ 
sions of the bilateral agreement, as 
amended, but are designed to assist only 
In the implementation of certain of its 
provisions. 

Alan Polansky. 

Chairman. Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, and Deputy As - 
sis tan t Secretary for Re¬ 
sources and Trade Assistance. 

Commission** or Customs, 

Department of the Treasury. 

Washington, D C 20229. 

Dkaa Mn Commissioner: Pursuant to the 
Bilateral Cotton Textile Agreement of Octo¬ 
ber 23, 1970, a s amended, between the Gov¬ 
ernments of the United States and the Fed¬ 
erative Republic of Brar.ll, and In accordance 
with the provisions of Executive Order 11661 
of March 3. 1972, you are directed to prohibit, 
effective October 1. 1075, and for the twelve- 
month period extending through September 
30. 1076, entry into the United States for 
consumption and withdrawal from ware¬ 
house for consumption of cotton textile* and 
cotton textile products In Categories 1-4, 9, 
18/19 and part of 26 (printcloth). 22 '23. part 
of 26/27 (duck), part of 26/27 (other than 
printcloth and duck), part of 30/31. 60. 61, 
65, and part of 64. produced or manufactured 
in the Federative Republic of Brarl). in cx- 
oeaa of the following levels of restraint: 


Category 

1-4--pounds.. 

9-sq. yds... 

18/19 and part of 26 (print¬ 
cloth) ..._do_ 

22/23 —...do_ 

Fart of 26/27 (duck) »...do_ 

Part of 26/27 (other than print¬ 
cloth and duck) 1 »._do__ 

Part of 30/31 ■—........pieces.. 

60-—-doven.. 

51 - do_ 

55-.................do__ 

Part of 64 (only T-S.UBA. No. 
366 6500) -...pounds.. 


J 2-.Month 
levels or 
restraint 
6. 323. 575 
15.315, 379 

13.400. 056 
6. 743, 267 
8.190. 703 

8. 295. 830 
7,334,050 
50. 109 
43,028 
17,517 

277.463 


1 In Category 26. the T.8 U.8A. numbers for 
printcloth are: 

320.—34 322__34 327 ..34 

321—34 826.. .34 328 _ .34 

■ The TS.U.S A. Nos. for duck are: 

320.. .01 through 04. 06. 08 

321.. .01 through 04, 06,08 

822.. .01 through 04.06, 08 
326 ..01 through 04. 06. 08 

327— 01 through 04.06. 08 

328— 01 through 04. 06, 08 

■All of Categories 30 and 31 except 
TB.U.SA. No. 3663740. 
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In carrying out thlt directive, entries of 
cotton textiles and cotton textile product* 
in the above categories, produced or manu¬ 
factured In the Federative Republic of Brazil 
which have been exported to the United 
States from the Federative Republic of 
Brazil prior to October 1. 1975, shall, to the 
extent of any unfilled balances, be charged 
against the levels of restraint established for 
such goods during the period October 1. 1974 
through September 30. 1975. In the event that 
tho above levels of restraint for that period 
have been exhausted by previous entries, 
such goods shall be subject to the levels set 
forth in this letter. 

The levels of restraint set forth above are 
subject to adjustment pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the bilateral agreement of Octo¬ 
ber 33. 1970, as amended, between the 

Govern menu of the United States and the 
Federative Republic of Brazil which provide, 
In part, that within the aggregate limit and 
group 1 Units, the limitations on specific cate¬ 
gories may be exceeded by not more than 5 
percent: for the limited carryover # of short¬ 
falls In certain categories to the next agree¬ 
ment year: and for administrative arrange¬ 
ments. Any appropriate adjustment* pursu¬ 
ant to the provisions of the bilateral agree¬ 
ment referred to above, will be made to you 
by further letter. 

A detailed description of the categories in 
terms of TB.U.8.A numbers was published 
In the FxnnuL Rictsm on February 3. 1975 
(40 F.R. 5010). 

In carrying out the above directions, entry 
Into the United States for consumption shall 
be construed to Include entry for consump¬ 
tion tnio the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

The actions taken with respect to the Gov¬ 
ernment of the Federative Republic of Brazil 
and with respect to Imports of cotton tex¬ 
tiles and cotton uxtlle producU from the 
Federative Republic of Brazil have been de¬ 
termined by the Committee for the Imple¬ 
mentation of Textile Agreements to invotvo 
foreign affairs functions of the United States. 
Therefore, the directions to the Commis¬ 
sioner of Customs, being necessary to the Im¬ 
plementation of such actions, fall within the 
foreign affairs cxoeptlon to the rule-making 
provisions of 5 US C 653. This letter will be 
published in the Fiona Rkgistul 

Sincerely. 

A LAW POLAWSKT, 

Chairman, Committee for the Im¬ 
plementation of Textile Agree¬ 
ment*, and Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Resources and 
Trade Assistance. 

(FR Doc.75-24858 Filed 9-17-75;8:45 am) 


CERTAIN MAN MADE FIBER TEXTILE 
PRODUCTS PRODUCED OR MANUFAC¬ 
TURED IN THE REPUBLIC OF KOREA 

Subc! assi ftcetions 

On April 7. 1975. there was published 
In the Fedeiial Register <40 FR 15436) a 
letter of April 3. 1975 from the Chair¬ 
man. Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements, to the Commis¬ 
sioner of Customs, which amended the 
subcategory classifications which are re¬ 
quired to be shown on visas for man¬ 
made fiber textile products in Category 
224. produced or manufactured in the 
Republic of Korea and exported to the 
United States. The purpose of this notice 
Is to announce that under the terms of 
the Bilateral Cotton. Wool and Man- 
Made Fiber Textile Agreement of June 
26. 1975. between the Governments of 


the United States and the Republic of 
Korea, the subclassiflcations shown on 
visas for man-made fiber textile prod¬ 
ucts In Category 224 should be the fol¬ 
lowing: 

<1) Category 224—Suits <T.S.UB.A. 
Nos. 380.8143 and 380.0420). 

(2) Category 242—Coats (TB.US.A. 
Nos. 380.0402 and 380.8103). 

(3) Category 224—Other (all remain¬ 
ing T.S.U.8 A. numbers In Category 224). 

Trousers In TB.U.S.A. Numbers 380- 
.0428 and 380.8165 will once again be 
visaed as Category 222. rather than 
"Category 224—Other.” 

In addition, the reporting unit indi¬ 
cated on visas for Category 221—Suits 
(TB.UB-A. Nos. 380.8143 and 380.0420). 
Category 224—Costs (TjS.U.S.A. Nos. 
380 0402 and 380.8103). and T.S.U.S.A. 
Numbers 380.0428 and 380.8165 in Cate¬ 
gory 222 will be dozens. 

Accordingly, there is published below 
a letter of July 8, 1975 from the Chair¬ 
man of the Committee for the Imple¬ 
mentation of Textile Agreements to the 
Commissioner of Customs cancelling Ihc 
letter of April 3, 1975 and directing that 
tho foregoing subclasslficatlons and re¬ 
porting units shown on visas for man¬ 
made fiber textile products in Categories 
222 and 224 shall be effective on Septem¬ 
ber 10.1975 for shipments exported from 
the Republic of Korea after June 26. 1975. 
Shipments exported from the Republic of 
Korea before September 10. 1975. will not 
be denied entry until October 10. 1975. 
provided the subclassifications shown on 
the visas arc those designated in the 
letter of April 3. 1975. 

Alan Polansky, 

Chairman. Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, and Deputy As¬ 
sistant Secretary for Re¬ 
sources and Trade Assistance. 
U.S. Department o/ Com¬ 
merce, 

CoMMrmi rot tux Imflizcktation or 
Tkxtilx ActazcNTt 

Commissioner or Customs, 

Department of the Treasury. 

Washington. D C. 20229. 

Dkaz Mr Commissions*: This letter can¬ 
cels and supersedes the directive Issued to 
you on April 3. 1975 by the Chairman of tho 
Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreement* which directed you to amend the 
subcategory classifications required on visas 
for man-made fiber textile product* In Cate¬ 
gory 224. produced or manufactured In tho 
Republic of Korea. 

Under the terms of the Arrangement 
Regarding International Trade In Toxtiles 
done at Geneva on December 20.1973. pursu¬ 
ant to the Bilateral Cotton. Wool and Man- 
Made Fiber Textile Agreement of June 26. 
1975, between the Governments of the United 
States and the Republic of Korea, and in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of Executive 
Order 11651 of March 3, 1972. you are directed 
to require that, effective on September 10, 
1975, visas accompanying man-made Ober 
textile product* in Category 224. exported 
from the Republic of Korea after June 26, 
1975 should specify one of the subcategory 
classifications indicated below. Shipments of 
man-made fiber textile product* In Category 
224 and TS.U8A. Numbers 380.0428 and 
3808165 In Category 222 which have been ex¬ 


ported from tho Republic of Korea before 
September 10. 1975 will not be dcnlod entry 
ntU October 10. 1075, provided the tub- 
clarifications shown on the visas are those 
specified In the directive of April 3. 1976. 

(1) Category 224—Suita (T8.U8A Noa 
380.0420 and 3808143). 

(2) Category 224—Coat* (TJ8.UBA. No* 
380.0402 and 3808103) 

13) Category 224—Other (all remaining 
T-S.UBA. numbers In Category 224), 

Further, in conjunction with the new sub- 
clatsificaUor.s, the reporting unit shown cn 
visas for Category 224—Suit* (TJ3.UBA, No^ 
380.0420 and 3808143). Category 224—Co\t 
(TJ3U-8 A Nov 380 0402 and 3808103) ami 
T.S.UJ5A. Numbers 380.0428 and 3808165 in 
Category 222 should be doom The report¬ 
ing unit for Category 224—Other (all remain¬ 
ing TJS.UB.A. numbers In Category 224) will 
remain pounds. 

The action* taken with re*p?ct to the Gov¬ 
ernment of the Republic of Korea and wtth 
respect to Imports of cotton, wool and man¬ 
made fiber textile products from the Repub¬ 
lic of Korea have been determined by th« 
Committee for the Implementation of Tex¬ 
tile Agreements to Involve foreign attain 
functions of the United States. Therefore, tho 
direction* to the Commissioner or Customn. 
being necessary to the Implementation of 
such actions, fall within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rule-making provisions nf 
5 U 8 C. 653 This letter will be published in 
thO FtOCRAL RXCSSTZa. 

Alan Poiawskt. 

Chairman. Committee for the Im¬ 
plementation of Textile Agree¬ 
ments. and Deputy Assistant Sec¬ 
retary for Resources and Trad* 
Assistance, US. Department of 
Commerce. 

|FR Doc 75-24820 Filed 9-17-75:8.45 amj 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

|FRL 431-8J 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS 

AND OTHER ACTIONS IMPACTING THE 

ENVIRONMENT 

Availability Agency Comments 

Pursuant to the requirements of sec¬ 
tion 102(2 MC) of the National Environ¬ 
mental Policy Act of 1969. and section 309 
of the Clean Air Act, as amended, the 
Environmental Protection Agency (FTPAi 
has reviewed and commented in writing 
on Federal agency actions impacting the 
environment contained in the following 
appendices during the period of July 16, 
197510 July 31.1975. 

Appendix I contains a listing of draft 
environmental Impact statements re¬ 
viewed and commented upon in wrttms 
during this review period. The list in¬ 
cludes the Federal agency responsible for 
the statement, the number and title of 
the statement, the classification of the 
nature of EPA’s comments as defined in 
Appendix II. and the EPA source for cop¬ 
ies of the comments as set forth in Ap¬ 
pendix VI. 

Appendix n contains the definitions 
of the classifications of EPA’s comments 
on the draft environmental impact state¬ 
ments as set forth In Appendix I. 

Appendix III contains a listing of final 
environmental impact statements re¬ 
viewed and commented upon in wrinns 
during this review period. The listing m- 
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eludes the Federal agency responsible for 
the statement, a summary of the nature 
of EPA’s comments, the number and ti¬ 
tle of the statement, and the EPA source 
for copies of the comments as set forth 
in Appendix VI. 

Appendix IV contains a listing of final 
environmental statements reviewed but 
not commented upon by EPA during this 
review period. The listing includes the 
Federal agency responsible for the state¬ 
ment. the number and title of the state¬ 
ment. and the source of the EPA review 
as set forth in Appendix VI. 

Appendix V contains a listing of pro¬ 
posed Federal agency regulations, legisla¬ 
tion proposed by Federal agencies, and 
any other proposed actions reviewed and 
commented upon in writing pursuant to 
section 309<a> of the Clean Air Act, as 
amended, during the referenced review¬ 
ing period. The listing includes the Fed¬ 
eral agency responsible for the proposed 


action, the title of the action, a sum¬ 
mary of the nature of EPA's comments, 
and the source for copies of the com¬ 
ments as set forth in Appendix VI. 

Appendix VI contains a listing of the 
names and addresses of the sources of 
EPA reviews and comments listed in Ap¬ 
pendices I. rn. IV. and V. 

Copies of the EPA Manu l setting for*h 
the policies and procedures for FPA’a 
review of agency actions may be obtained 
by writing the Public Inquiries Branch, 
Office of Public Affairs. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Washington. DC. 
20460. Copies of the draft and final en¬ 
vironmental Impact statements refer¬ 
enced herein arc available from the orig¬ 
inating Federal department or agency. 

Dated: September4.1975. 

8HCLDON M ryots. 

Director , 

Office o/ Federal Activities . 


Appknimx I. Draft tnrironmentai impact statement* for which comments urr* issued 

Itetveen July 10 and St f S976 


Idrtilrf) ln( Sou 


Till* 


General Sourer tnr 
nature of copies of 

wmuneuts comments 


Department of ArrUnltmr 

D-AF8-J6M17-WY..Und me for Il*g Piuey unit, Bridgrr-Trtoft National Fit 2 

Forwt, Wjtv. 

P-AFS-dlfiOUt-CO..Timber timnufnnm! plan. Son Juan Notional Fomot. LO-2 

Colo. 

I> AKS 1/ltiJS ID. Proposed loud u*e plan forCascade planning unit, Idaho. 1,0*1 

D-AF8-L6I0&VID. I'rotMKKMl Iona use plan, Pioneer VointuFn* pLumli* LO-1 

unit, Cutter, Maine, and Counties, Idaho. 

U*AFd-UMII-Alt..... Proixwil Fmhvntcr h»y limbrrsUr,ToniaMNational IX)-1 

For not. Alaska. 

1>-RFA-LON017-AK„. TreUnd lo H<vd, 230 kV tmnamtaidon th*e, AueJturotf*'. LO-2 

AkMltJL 

n-SCS-CSWH PR__ Amreo Him trutmhwl. P.R._. ER-2 

IKSC^IXU MI. East Upper M»pk RDrr w..t*nihrd, Clio- LO-2 

(ou, ojm! Gratiot CountWu, Aalch. . 

Con* of Kr-fiiavr* 

IVCOE-1134007*. Operation and ntilnlnuwxi Ponrnie ik Trm» Lake, 3 

lllrkorv and Polk ('aantlra. Mn, 

DS-COF.-AW1U-TX. AqulUa Lake. AquIlU CrrX/HiS County. Tea.*KK-3 

l>5-COK-A8yt>«2-OR__Dredftnjt of Oregon Slough, North PartUud HarUjf, LO-1 

On*. 

U-COF. E£F»*1 KV ... — Woit nreck Dwn. Lake Cuml* land, njjmi'lon ind LO-1 

maintenance. Ktnlih ly. 

1> Ct EfcVV? SC . (irwiHoeu Harbor nuiiiktuum di««l|iii|, lifonprtotu LO-l 

County, 8.0. 

D-COE F-3.o* SC____ Wando sag Carrier Riven, permit application. ('Wk- F.R-2 

P-COK E8AOOU FL.. W« "com? tn fun’^Walar wa y. CokwnihaUW to Andot* K R 2 

rivrta. roalittriuuvr* dmkitir. Florida. 

D C0K-O3W7 LA -- Operation and maintenance work on 3 rwiv I nation proj- EK*3 

ecutn rid nit >, Louisiana. 

D-COE-U3IOOi LA. Gulf ItitnvviMUil WVerway, Istulriana auction rrfiloco* ER 2 

merit of Vecmillnn lock, VonnlUon Pariah, La 

D COR 1IRW IA...Operation oml maintenance. Coralvlll* Lola, Johnson. KC-2 

Iowa, and Unn Counties. Iowa. 

D-COE K2SCDI CJk-West Contra Caou aanilarv lomlflll project, regulatory KR ? 

jtomiit. Contra Costa County, CaJu. 

I> COE K25CO! CA_Palo Alto refuse dHpcoal. Palo Alto, Calif. . 1.0-2 

D-COE KOoto (IU. AfRUia Rtnt flood control. Territory o( Cioain.LO-2 

D COE L30U& W’A..Channel Improvements (or navlcatioct Blair and Jdteum LO-1 

Waterways. Toeotna liar hoc. Wash. 

Oenmrl Srrriora Administration; 

I>-OSA-F*J<iU II,. Federal OiDoa HulktlUit. Corliondalo, III... LO 2 

I> <i*\ K*«krO C5A... . DlotvxmJ t amp 1 Hieott. S*t\ LHevo i oonty. Calif_ 3 

D-lIVD-CSOOl7-NJ. Nminush am Brook lmt«ovement project, Rockland 3 

County, N.Y. 

D HUD-D609I1-PA. WMlilii(to!i Square West urban rrurmlam, PhlLwleJ- Eft 2 

pbU Pa. 

D HUD-DWOD-PA .. Gray* Ferry tirlian renewal arm. Philadelphia, Pa..LO-2 

D-HllD-DWWi^K.U It ton development. New Castle Courvty, l>el.. Elt-2 

D-UUD-EAiOOl-TN.Cromwell ltd. low-rent boustig, Chottaitooga, ilamlHou LO-1 

County, Trim. 

D-IIl T I)'FWflOr. , -Il...—_a lid wood MjbdlTbiaa, mart(n(e Inaaranor. Decatur. LO-2 

Mnroa County, IU. 

D-IIUD-OtSSOOS-TX.......... The Wwl), I.hio acre development, Dalhu County, Tea. LO-2 

l> lIUD-LAOOk-l A. Laa Anfrlc Dam and Rwrmir, Van Norman Dam ER-2 

rvj*lati*me:tt, San Fcnamdo Valley, Calif. 

Deportmerit of ttw Interior: 

1>-IIt R-J34O0O-W Y . Lyman iwnjert, Wyo____ER-2 

National SHcj«w Foundation; 

D-N8F-AbtO(U2 80..IntenvatioriAl phare of ocean drUUnf (JOrD), of tha EU-2 

^ deep tea drltUiiS project tDHDP). 

Detriment of Tnvnspartatlou! 

D-COD-BS1002-MA.Propoaeil Coast Guard station, RarusUble County, LO-2 

Province town. Mona. 

D-CGD-F50001 WI.. flichway hrli'^e orroos Wolf River, Fremont, W'aupaca ER-2 

County, Wlu. 
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Appendix I .—Draft environmental impact statements for trftfcft comment $ tcere issued 
between July 10 and 01, 1976 —Continued 


Identifying No. 


Title 


General Source tor 
not uni at eoplt* of 
comments comments 


D-FIIW-C40010-NJ_.. IS?* from Atlantic Are. to vicinity of Morpin BlvxL. RR-S C 

Camden County, New Jersey. 

T>-FHW-I)400!S-PA..LR IOMiumI LH 1013. Tioga County. Pm. LfVl t> 

D-FII W-K^4X138~K Y_.. Highway Improvement, Pulaski and Rockcastle Coun- LO-I E 

ties. I-481, from KV WUi 1-74. Kentucky 

D-KHW-RtOOttcK Y.. Pike County, Appalachian corridor U. Kentucky....... LO-2 

1>-KMVV 1I4QO!7-NO _ NB-2R. ScotlsbluIf County, Nebr .... BV-2 It 

D-FIIW-J«U>U>-UT.. 1-7U through the Sevier Valley. Utah. BKd I 

I>-FIIW-KWCKI-NV.......... 1-60. dty of Lovelock bypass, Perilling County, Nov...^. LO-2 t 

D-K11W-U0QJ4-WA..WA-5UJ, I-d to WA-J05, CUrk County. Wash._LO-1 K 


A mHDix II 

OKrurmoNB or codes ro* the cenesal nature 

Or SPA COMMENTS 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OP THE 
ACTION 

LO—Lock of Objection 

EPA him no objection* to tho proposed ac¬ 
tion an described In the draft impact state¬ 
ment. or suggests only minor changes in the 
proposed action. 

ER—Environmental Reservations 

EPA has reservations concerning the en¬ 
vironmental effects of cetrain aspects of tho 
proposed action. EPA believes that further 
study of suggested alternatives or modifica¬ 
tions Is required and has asked the originat¬ 
ing Federal agency to reassess theme impacts. 

EU—Environmentally Unsatisfactory 

EPA believes that the proposed action Is 
unsatisfactory because of its potentially 
harmful effect on the environment. Further¬ 
more, the Agency believes that the potential 
safeguards which might be utilized may not 
adequately protect the environment from 
hazards arising from this action. The Agency 
recommends that alternatives to the action 
be analyzed further (Including the possibility 
of no action at all). 


Adequacy of the Impact Statement 
Category 1—Adequate 

The draft Impact statement adequately 
sets forth the environmental Impact of the 
proposed project or action as well os al¬ 
ternatives reasonably available to the project 
or action. 

Category 2—InsufTlclent Information 

EPA believes that the draft Impact state¬ 
ment does not contain sufficient Information 
to assess fully the environmental Impact of 
the proposed project or action. Ilowever. 
from the Information submitted, the Agen¬ 
cy Is able to make a preliminary determina¬ 
tion of the Impact on the environment. 
EPA has requested that the originator pro¬ 
vide the information that was not Included 
In the draft statement. 

Category 3—Inadequate 

EPA believes that the draft Impact state¬ 
ment docs not adequately assess the environ¬ 
mental Impact of the proposed project or 
action, or that the statement Inadequately 
analyzes reasonable available alternatives. 
The Agency haa equested more information 
and analysis concerning the potential en¬ 
vironmental hazards and has asked that 
substantial revision be made to the Impact 
atatement. 


Appendix III.— Final cnrironmenlal impact statements for which comments were issued 

between July 16 and 31, 1976 


Source tor 

Identifying No. Title General nanus of comments copies of 


Department of Agri¬ 
culture' 

F-AKS-KSSOOI-CA.. f<A***n National Forssl EPA expressed environmental reservations on 
timber inanugnnent plan, the proposed action EPA urged the lone* 
Lassen County, Calif. sorrier to treat nil waters j-itmtully capable 

of supporting fish u well as all known risk 
bearing streams as '*strctunsJde protection 
Areas*’ requiring drift monitoring of pesticide 
application, buffer strips and a water monitor¬ 
ing program. EPA urged the forest service to 
consider developing separate environmental 
statements or providing equivalent public 
circulation of environmental analysis reports 
. before making future sign! cant Umber sake 
hi the 650.000 acres Included in the standard 
component of the loosen National Forest. 

F- A F 3- K 6300&-C A.. Modoc National Forest EPA generally has no obJecUoia to the tiro posed 

Umber management plan, project, however, since the water quality tro- 
CahJoruia. pact of tho project remains uncertain. EPA 

recommends that a water quality monitoring 
system be latnlrhshstl to lieun th^t 
ore not si.seeded. 
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Identifying No. 


TtUr 


Oencnit nature of cowment* 


Sourer for 
eopimof 


Cmv* <rf Kmrtnrrrv 

r COK A»4» CO . Toznbtgt*** RJ W end irthn- 
Urir*. UuAiMvl U Creek 
orcnirnl. Lowndes Couu- 
ty, Mia*. and Lamar 
County Ala. 

f-cok Dmot-pA. Diked <h*|x**i site n®. ». 

Deportment of Hou* W.C«mty.^ 

tog and Urban 

OnNloanflBt: 

P UUlT&tfOG£ FI#. Tamp* neigh bur hood devr}. 

opun ni programs* urea* 1 
* mm! ?, Tantio. Kla. 

F UT.D WOB CA. city if San Juoe. comma. 

nity development Mode 

^ „ tyT% _fnutU, San low, TaHt 

r-nui>-Kiw® NV. Community drvelopfercit 
btocA rnuit. city of La* 
J nras. Las \ egos Height*, 
Nev. 


environmental r 


Department of Uta 

interior 

F8 in It A»U»CA 


r-fDIl^AJyQM-OA. 


Enlarged Cross Valley Co- 
nal, Central Valley pro]- 
Mt. California. 


F NPS K61C00 111 

Deportment of 
TntusporUUon 
ra-FAA-A5l2SA 


Uatrail VotmixMl National 
k, «nldrr.m tniwl, 
Hawaii. 


A5USt AZ. Fhoenlc Wty (lnrtnr Inter. 

naUotiui A if] Aii t. Aril. 


Inin* water quality poram* 
wiUi the aMtgurd wairr use 


KPA 

nrming malntalnln 

rten comtuteot trL_. _ _ 

rtassifVwtfrms throtifhonC the fon*th of the 

nUrwif. 

r YA ^mrMy had no oH^Uom to IV pro. 


KPA rwwvatly had no ohjartiom to the pmjert 
a* imipuanl However. KPA surge** ftiat a 
MtTCdeimmt to the *Vt»nl EIA hr preparNf. 
KPA generally had re objnttorei to the pm 


Tehanra-Coluaa Canal, cen¬ 
tal Vaftry pmjed, Calif. 


K PA ytuTBl'.y liad no ulfflcUoaa to the |ro* 
poerd 


KPA ywrtdly had no objevuona to the pro. 


ptwed iwifrt. However. KPA nwmnrn*U 
that the Ui>B K cor wider tuformJr* the public 
ai to how water quality Impacts will l»e r*. 
wtvrd poor to ncculhif the remaining water 
WipfWy contract a. 

EPA ei(*09Ncd environments rewrratlons no 
the ptorxwrd project. KI'A brllevte the 
Importation of IJA.OCM amvlret of additional 
water Into the Kan Joaquin Valley Port ends 
Additional salt loading oik! iougdenu rvit 
tKUoce problems. KPA alao brlirvea that the 
Federal Water Poflutlon Control Art of IfTI 
require* a commitment on the part of the 
liurmu of herUHoUnn Mwl the local wntiW 
purveyor* to mHJfste the k m gUr m nimuta. 
tlf e r.irirui i:na >t;d efforts of the use of frsJval 
water* In tlie CwAnd Valley. 

KPA luul no ohjMUon* to tlw iiroHt «• profnwd. 


KPA 

the 


■ V . ( ■' ■ 


tel rwwrvation 


■ prufawnd project. EPA belicv* that 
three are potentially aertuta drOefeurb* in the 
prediction rtethodnl-v} Wluch wa- and end 
Uut tbe** may undermine the tnsic eonclu- 
•fou of tlie analysts. KPA Is roue* rued that 
os a result of the proposed program, the 
vajseentrotlon of automobiles ami their ware- 
stons may remit In chronically high fowl* erf 
carbon nuNintide In the airport vicinity. A 
potential health risk to airport employes 
and travelers U aancUUd with Uw high 


F-FAA AlUT-NY. SjrrMttaeilsiieock Interna* Ki'A lad no obfwtloij to tbs irq|<ct as ]ropomi. G 


Uoual Airport. Syracuse, 
N. Y. 


P-PAA-AMA27-WV. Summers County Airport, KPA generally lied no objections to the project 

F-FHw-Aukw- e-ggy-. v -sJKS “SP" «***” to ,k# ^ “ «”* 


p rmr-Ftoou- 

Oli. 


ms County, N. Y. 
U.S- SO, ranton. 
County, Olilo. 


hterk KPA had no otrfeeUoo to the prokvt u pro- 
posad. However, KPA s nqumt f.w inform*, 
lion on rum water dbclsarge In the rliuU Kid 
woo not fully compiled with. Furthermore, 
KI'A bettered the impternenietJon of a noise 
homer akxic ihe eaetera portion of highway to 
minimise the advanw imports (rum tralbo 
related noise ilwuJil be included as part of the 
project. Tbe nol K1S indicated Use noise bar¬ 
rier would be Ijudleotivo because of minxvoui 
Pigrtos and ogreas point*. IU*nl oo otlwir la* 
formation In the El*. KPA believed Um mint* 
her of breaks would bo minimal beeauio the 
tugbway will be e Urnlted aooem eaprrvowey. 
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Appendix IV .—Final environmental impart italemenls which were reviewed and not 
commented on between July l(S and SI, 1975 


Identify! 14 No. 


Title 


Soon* of 
review 


1 nueklebfrrj pUuiiinf unit. Mount Mood National Forat, Cbeknoae 

JiiSSSSSfc: sS'fe& h oiiMSS!® S&s-i**- 

y-\ Fg- L6101H -1D_u£S°tw» jrtan South Fork Payette Hirer plaimlrf unit, Babe National 

FS-AKB-I/S013 WA_Bone Te^ftatlou intuwccmmt, wleclive bert>ld<k*. Colvin*, OkmnofW, 

and Wcnntehee NnUonul rormt, niuo. 

F-9C8-A3CSS7-TX. !Ud l>**r Crock watched, Cray, RotwrU. end UemphlU CouiiUa^ Tex. 

F-8CS-A3M10-8C_Ration Crook wnunbed project. OrrcnriUe and Leureti* CounUeo. fi.C ... 

F-8C8- F-^*003-7*nI..... BcfuU wat4*r»hod and !>ood i>c»>t*ellon. Dyer and Obion CountMo, T«m.„ 
Y-BCff-EWMb-Alr .... t C|>^rr brushy Crock watershed, EecnmbUCounty, waursbed prourtion, 

F-BCS-OJ0007-UA..—« Hart Franklin watrrahrd, Franklin Parish, Ia...... 

.Canaveral Harbor maintenance drodginf. Port Canaveral, Brevard 

County* Fla. 

General Services Adiuin- 

r^J9A^O8lO0Q-TX.Border Patrol Sector UmAqwttn, Marpa* Presidio County. T«... 

Depart meat of tho In- 

Sfl&5»aS3i8®^ 

Nuclear lUfttlatory Com* 

wi\ Hc'-AWHS-WA. Hkaclt noclear power project, nails 1 and 2, Puget Sound Power A IJfbt 
Co., dkagit County, Wash. 

peparunwit of Tronspor- 

F~Cl?U>“ 032014-00...... Gulf Loron»C projert. FJorW*, Louisiana, and Taxes.... 

F-KAA-AMMB-ID.Bou&JMni Idaho Regional Airport, Jerome County, Idaho. 

k k-khw- A 4 KLl 5 -NC Woke County, 0.8-1, North Carolina..........**** 

Ny-yU^ A 4. >,r *^ ST. ' Colbert-Lawreikoe Counties, County line to Red Raid;, negative docUrw- 
Uoci, Akiluiui 

F-FHW-K 400 I 1 -TN_TN-®. London and lllound Counties, Tann ; ...... 

F-FMW-E40tth^GA....- Ovijrpass of l-l>&. Blvthe Island. Glynn County. Ua— .*.— 

T-™£uSx~: S23&SI soaaT£*awKC¥^ 

County, Tax. 

iiiwk- co^ai.; 

to Waterloo, Iowa. . ^ v , 

F-FlIk-KlOnO^NV.... Relocation and ooaslrucUoa of U.8. t, Kly, Nrv.—*.. 


1 

1 

K 

K 

O 

X 

X 

X 

Q 

X 


O 

K 

K 

K 

K 
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II 
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Appendix VI.— Herniations, legislation. and other Federal agency aciioM Jor which com¬ 
ments were issued between July 16 and SI, W76 


Identifying No. Title 


General nature of comments 


Beorre for 
copies of 


Nucioaf Regulatory 
Commission: 

R-N RC-A800I8-00.. 


10 CFH Pt. 20, Standards 
for Protection Against 
Radiation, Personnel 
Monitoring RcfKirU. 


KPA had no objection* to the proposal to attend 
annual reporting requlmmmU to oil categories 
Of spectnc Ucenswu. However. It wus recom¬ 
mended that steps be token to institute equl v- 
akrnt rwiuirvnvei.u (or Ueenaest of wgreemant 
States. In addition. It was recommended 
that the NUC also impose “unnination of 
employment" reporting requirement* on all 
ocuegorbs of epeel Lie Uorasoes. 


A 


Appendix V 

SOU BCE FOB COPIES OF KPA COMMENTS 

A. Director, Office of Public Affairs. Envi¬ 
ronmental Protection Agency. 401 M Street 
SW., Washington. D.C. 20460. 

B. Director of Public Affaire. Region X. En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency. John F. Ken¬ 
nedy Federal Building. Boston. Massachu¬ 
setts 02203. 

C. Director of Public Affairs, Region n. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 20 Fed¬ 
eral Plaza, New York. New York 10007. 

D. Director of Public Affairs, Region in. 
Environmental Protection Agency, Curtis 
Building. 6th and Walnut Streets, Philadel¬ 
phia. Pennsylvania 19106. 

E. Director of Public Affairs, Region IV, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 1421 
Peachtree Street NE.. Atlanta, Oeorgia 30300. 


F. Director of Public Affairs, Region V, En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency. 230 South 
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois 60604. 

O. Director of Public Affairs, Region VI. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 1600 Pat¬ 
terson Street, Dallas. Texas 76201. 

H. Director of Public Affairs, Region VII, 
Environmental Protection Agency. 1736 Bal¬ 
timore Street. Kansas City. Missouri 64108. 

I. Director of Public Affairs, Region VTH, 
Environmental Protection Agency. 1860 Lin¬ 
coln Street, Denver, Colorado 80203. 

J. Director of Public Affairs, Region IX. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 100 Cali¬ 
fornia Street. San Francisco. California 94111. 

K. Director of Public Affairs, Region X, 
Environmental Protection Agency. 1200 Sixth 
Avenue, Seattle, Washington 98101. 

IFR Doc 76-24669 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am] 


DELAWARE RIVER BASIN 
COMMISSION 


PROJECT APPROVAL APPLICATIONS 


Public Hearing 


Notice Is hereby given that the Dela¬ 
ware River Basin Commission will hold 
a public hearing on Wednesday. Septem¬ 
ber 24, 1975. commencing at 2 p.m. The 
hearing will be held in Room 1600 of the 
Municipal Services Bldg., 15th and Ken¬ 
nedy Blvd, Philadelphia. The subjects of 
the hearing will be as follows: 

A. Applications for approval of the 
projects listed below. The Commission 
will consider these applications as pro¬ 
posed amendments to the Comprehensive 
Plan pursuant to Article 11 of the Com¬ 
pact and/or as project approvals pursu¬ 
ant to Section 3.8 of the Compact. 

1. Pemberton Township Municipal 
Utilities Authority (D-74-96 CP). A re¬ 
gional sewage treatment plant located m 
Pemberton Township. Burlington Coun¬ 
ty. N.J., and principally serving that mu¬ 
nicipality would provide 90 percent re¬ 
moval of BOD and suspended solids from 
a sewage flow of 2.5 million gallons per 
day. Treated effluent would discharge to 
the North Branch Rancocas Creek. 

2. City of Wilmington Department of 
Public Works (D-69-17 CP-J.R). Com¬ 
mencement of Phase in of the expansion 
and upgrading of the sewage treatment 
plant of Wilmington. New Castle County. 
Del., entailing the development of polish¬ 
ing ponds to reduce the BOD level in the 
plant's effluent from 30 to 12 milligrams 
per liter. The ponds' effluent of 90 mil¬ 
lion gallons per dav discharged to the 
Delaware River mud meet DRBC's or¬ 
ganic waste allocation of 13.400 pounds 
per day of carbonaceous oxygen demand. 

3. Borough of Doylestown (D-75-77 
CP>. Expansion of a sewage treatment 
plant which serves the Borough of 
Doylestown, Bucks County. Pa. The 
treatment facility will provide removal 
of 85 percent of BOD, from a sewage 
flow of 700,000 gallons per dAy. Treated 
effluent will discharge to Country Club 
Run, a tributary of Neshaminy Creek. 

4. Hatboro Borough Authority <D-?>- 
67 CP) . A well water supply project to 
augment puhllc water supplies In Hat- 
boro Borough, Montgomery County. 
Designated as Well No. 18, the new fa¬ 
cility Is expected to yield 300,000 gallons 


per day. 

5. Dover Air Force Base (D-7S-11* 
CP) . A well water supply project to pro¬ 
vide water supply for a new housing de¬ 
velopment on the Dover Air Force ba* 
in Kent County. Del. The new facility » 
expected to yield 432.000 gallons per mb 

6. Camden County Municipal Utilities 
Authority (D-75-6 CP). A bank and 
landfill project in Gloucester City, Cam¬ 
den County. N J. The bank will extend 
about 700 feet along the Delaware Rn * 
Approximately 135,000 cubic 

sand, gravel, stone, concrete and o 
materials will be used to construct m 
bank and form backfill. Reclaimed land 
will be used for general cargo storage. 
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7. Arrowhead Realty. Inc. (D-7S-123). 
Expansion of a sewage treatment plant 
to meet Increased waste treatment needs 
at Shawnee Inn and Village in Smith- 
field Township, Mcmroc County. Pa. The 
expanded facility will provide removal of 
88 percent of BOD; from an estimated 
fiow of 107,000 gallons per day. The out¬ 
fall will be relocated from Shawnee Creek 
to the Delaware River. 

8. St. Joseph's Manor (D-75-l21 ). Ex- 
paasion of the sewage treatment plant 
serving St. Joseph’s Manor and Holy Re¬ 
deemer Hospital in Abtngton, Mont¬ 
gomery County. Pa. The expanded fa¬ 
cility will provide removal of 88 percent 
of BOD. from a sewage flow of about 
105.000 gallons per day. Treated effluent 
will discharge to an unnamed tributary 
of Pennypack Creek. 

9. Draper-King Cole, Inc. (D-75-78). 
A well water supply project to augment 
existing well water supplies at the can¬ 
nery in Milton. Sussex County. Del Des¬ 
ignated as Well No. 6. the new facility 
Is expected to yield 400,000 gallons per 
day. 

10. Moyer Packing Co., Inc. (North 
Pi'r.n Hyde Dip.) (D-75-5I). A 75.000- 
gallon per day Industrial waste treat¬ 
ment plant in Franconia Township. 
Montgomery County. Pa. About 99 per¬ 
cent of BOD* and suspended solids will 
be removed prior to discharge to Skip- 
pack Creek. 

11. Warner Company, Inc. (D-75-99). 
Improved mooring facilities at the Dela¬ 
ware River end of Pier 66N in Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa. Two steel pile mooring clusters 
will be added to the pier to provide im¬ 
proved facilities for unloading sand and 
gravel from barges. 

12 Charles Worthington (D-7S-62) A 
project Involving construction of a buik- 
nead and a floating dock in Bristol 
Borough. Bucks County. Po. Approxi¬ 
mately 500 cubic yards of All with a con¬ 
crete wall will anchor a ramp for small 
boats In the vicinity of Edgrly. Pa. 

13 Buckeye Pipeline Co. iD-72-215- 
*•» >. A petroleum products pipeline ex¬ 
tending from Unden. N J.. to Macungle, 
Lehigh County. Pa. The application per¬ 
tains to modifications In the pipeline at 
tho crossing of Wlckechcoke Creek in 
Delaware Township, Hunterdon County, 

*„ B .i App,lcllt * on for water quality eertl- 
ncation pursuant to SecUon 401 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act: 

#ll *‘ Trcdyffrin Township Municipal Au- 
k^tallation of sewage force main 
*** S^uylkil! River, one be- 
S^uylkill Township, Chester 
2 *** Providence Township. 
thrinnn fry County ’ and the other at 
of Va,, *y c ™* and the 
2^2?® R!w Valley Forge. Mont¬ 
gomery County. Pa. 

the Sewer Restoration. At 

A° f ** Ui3 Environmental 
*** Commissl on has 
ln the City of 
CiPillA6 Delaware Avenue inter- 
«Ptor mww at Shaekamaxon Street. A 
hcrn report wlu » recommendations has 
SwcTSSS? ^ subjcct for 


This Interceptor sewer conveys 18 mil¬ 
lion gallons per day of domestic and in¬ 
dustrial sewage, plus storm water, to the 
Philadelphia Southeast Treatment Plant. 
Approximately 390 feet of the flve-foot 
six-Inch diameter tunnel sewer collapsed 
in 1973. An adjacent 140-foot section of 
the same sewer, crossed by an active rail¬ 
road siding, was found to be cracked but 
otherwise intact. Two electric transmis¬ 
sion lines and a 12-lnch water line over¬ 
laying the tunnel were made vulnerable 
to damage by the sewer’s failure. 

Hie focus of the Commission's investi¬ 
gation has been on diverting raw sewage 
to the Delaware River to permit repair 
of the sewer and alternative means of 
restoring the Interceptor to normal op¬ 
erating conditions. Engineering and en¬ 
vironmental consequences have been 
studied in an effort to determine a 
restoration strategy having minimum 
adverse Impact on the quality of tho 
Delaware River, railway and vehicular 
traffic, and costs. 

Copies of the staff report will be avail¬ 
able to Interested parties upon request. 

Documents relating to the Items on 
this hearing notice may be examined at 
tlie Commission’s offices. Persons wishing 
to testify are requested to notify the 
Secretary prior to the hearing. 


Dated: September 10, 1975. 

W. BrINTON WHTTALL, 

Secretary . 

(PR Doc.75-24831 Filed 0-17-75:8:45 am) 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Report No. 7701 

COMMON CARRIER SERVICES 
INFORMATION 1 

Domestic Public Radio Services 

Applications Accepted for Filing • 

Septemeer 8. 1975. 

Pursuant to 55 1.227(b)(3) and 21.30 
<b> of the Commission's Rules, an appli¬ 
cation. in order to bo considered with 
any domestic public radio services appli¬ 
cation appearing on the attached list, 
must be substantially complete and ten¬ 
dered for filing by whichever date is 
earlier: (a) the close of business one 
business day preceding the day on which 
the Commission takes acUon on the pre¬ 
viously filed application; or (b> within 
60 days after the date of the public no¬ 
tice listing the first prior filed applica¬ 
tion (with which subsequent applications 
are ln conflict) as having been accepted 
for filing. An application which is subse¬ 
quently amended by a major change will 
be considered to be a new ly filed applica- 


» All applications listed In the appendix are 
subject to further consideration and review 
and may be returned and/or dismissed If not 
found to be In accordance with the Commis¬ 
sion'* Rules, regulations and other require¬ 
ments. * 

♦The above alternative cut-ofl rules apply 
to those applications listed In the appendix 
as having been accepted ln Domestic Public 
Land Mobile Radio. Rural Radio. Point-to- 
Polnt Microwave Radio and Local Television 
Tr an s mis sion Services (Port 21 of the Rules). 


tion. It is to be noted that the cut-off 
dates are set forth in the alternative— 
applications will be entitled to consid¬ 
eration with those listed in the appendix 
if filed by the end of the 60 day period, 
only if the Commission haa not acted 
upon the application by that time pur¬ 
suant to the first alternative earlier date. 
The mutual exclusivity rights of a new 
application are governed by the earliest 
action with respect to any one of the 
earlier filed conflicting applications. 

The attention of any party In Interest 
desiring to flic pleadings pursuant to 
Section 309 of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, concerning any do¬ 
mestic public radio services application 
accepted for filing, is directed to f 21.27 
of the Commission’s Rules for provisions 
governing the time for filing and other 
requirements relating to such pleadings. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Amtcinown Ac tmio roa Pium 
DOMESTIC PUBLIC LAND MCHILE RADIO S X RVA CB 

20361 -CD P-78—Tele-Page of Beaufort, Inc. 
(New). C.P for a new station to operate on 
152 IS MHz located on US. Route 21, 1.3 
mile Southeast of Benufort, South Carolina, 
20362-CD-P-78—The Ohio Bril Telephone 
Company (KQK594). CP. to relocate facili¬ 
ties at Loc. a l to 401 Cleveland Ave., S W.. 
Canton. Ohio; change antenna system and 
frequency at Loc. r2: 1295 S. Main Street. 
North Canton. Ohio, and Loc. sr3: 46 City 
Hall. S.E. Massillon. Ohio: and establish 
(2j additional *1tes to be described u Loc. 
-4; Walters Road. East Canton. Ohio, and 
Loc. #5: 127 Howard Court. 8 E . Hnrtvillc, 
Ohio; All f&cilttlee to operate on 1S2.&4 
MHz. 

20363--CD* P/ML-78—Victor E Duane d/b/a 
Central Mobile Radio Phone Service 
(KQDS97). C.P. to change antenna system 
operating on 152 15 MHz located at Frytown 
Road at Lyleburn Road. Dayton. Ohio. 

20364-CD-AL-76—Barbara D. Boynton d/b/a 
Boynton Communications CKCB393), Con¬ 
sent to Assignment of License from Barbara 
D. Boynton d/b/a Boynton Comm uni ca¬ 
tions, Assignor, to Boynton Communtc\- 
tlons. Inc, Assignee. No. Attleboro. Mas¬ 
sachusetts. 

20365-CD-P-(4) -76—Tel-Illlnola. Inc. (New). 
C.P. for a new station to operate on 152 06, 
152.09. 152 18. and 152.21 MHz located at 
1811 15th Street Place. Moline. Tilt no ta 
20366-CD- P-76— Telephone Communications, 
Inc (KIF807) C.P. to relocate facilities 
and change antenna system operating on 
152 24 MHz and for additional facilities to 
operate on 162.15 MHz to be located at 
WFRV-TV Tower. 6 miles SE of DePcrc, 
Wisconsin. 

20367-CD-P- 76—Telephone Communication*, 
Inc. (XLF845). CJ* to relocate facilities 
and change antenna system operating on 
152.24 MHz to be located at 836 South Van 
Btiren. Green Bay. Wisconsin. 

20368-CD P-76—Jim Bob Measures, d/b/a 
Radlofone (New). C.P. for a new station to 
operate on 152.03 MHz. to be located 1 mile 
West on Hwy a 1658. Bridgeport. Texas 
29389-CD~P-f 3)-70—Rum Broadcasting of 
Oregon. Inc, (KUC874) CJ*. to relocate 
facilities and change antenna system and 
replace transmitter operating on 454.150, 
454.250, and 464300 MHz. located at 4504 
B-W. Carl Place, Portland, Oregon. 
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20370-CD-P- (4) -76—Memphis Mobile Tele¬ 
phone. Inc. (New). CP. for a new station 
to operate on 464.060. 454.126. 454.175. and 
454.225 MIL.' located at 400 South High¬ 
land Street. Memphis, Tennessee. 

20371-CD-P-7 fl—Andrew Hawkins, d/b/a 
Kwik Kail Communications Oo (KUD232). 
C.P. to relocate facilities and change an¬ 
tenna system operating on 454.075 MHz. at 
Loc. # 3 ; 4001 Brandywine 8t- N.W.. Wash¬ 
ington. DC. 

20372-CD-P-75—DPRS. Inc. t/a Zlpcall 

(KCB891). CP. to relocate facilities and 
change antenna system operating on 35.68 
MHz. located at Nobecott Hill, 6 miles R 
of Framingham. Massachusetts. 

20373-CI> P-(4)-76—Southwestern Bell Tele¬ 
phone Company (KLF560). CP. to change 
antenna system and replace tr an smitter 
operating on 162.60 and 152.72 MHz-; for 
additional faculties to operate on 15266 
MHz located 5.8 Miles SSW of Webb. Texas; 
and for additional test faculties to operate 
on 157.92, 167.95. and 157.98 MHz. located 
at 902 San Eduardo Avenue, Laredo, Texas. 

auaAL radio invrci 

60164-CK-P-76—Western States Telephone 
Company. Inc. (Now). C P. for a new Rural 
Subscriber-Fixed station to operate on 
157.86 MHz located 5 miles South of Lake 


1023-CF-MP 76—Same (WOF51). 81ope, 16 
Miles SSW of Toolik Camp. Alaska. Lat. 
68*44'37" N-. Long. 149*03*53" W. Mod. of 
CP. to change receive station data for sta¬ 
tions at Costa Hill, Galbraith, and Pump 
Station r3. Alaska 

10 10- CPP-70—American Television and 
Communications Corporation. (NEW) Kin- 
mount. Minnesota. (Lat. 48*21*10" N* 
Long. 93*00*39" W.) CP. for a new sta¬ 
tion—6063 8H MHz toward Oheen. Minne¬ 
sota. on azimuth 162 degrees. 

101 1 - CF-P-76—Same (New). Oheen, Minne¬ 
sota. (Lat. 47*58'41" N., Long. 02*49*44" 
W.); CP. for a new station—6315.9H Mnz 
toward Virginia, Minnesota, on azimuth 
152.1 degrees. 

1012 CF-P-76—Same (New). Virginia, Min¬ 
nesota. (Lat. 47*34*08" N.. Long, 92*30*34" 
W.): C.P. for a new station—6974.8V MHz 
toward Beauty Lake (KYC46) Minnesota, 
on azimuth 226.9 degrees. 

101 3 - CF-P-76—Same (KYC45). Beauty Lake. 

Minnesota (Lat. 47*13*00" N.. Long. 

03*03'37" W ): C.P. to add 6345.5V MHz 
toward Ben Draper. Minnesota, on azimuth 
2439 degrees. 

1014— CF-P-76—Same (KYC44). Ben Draper, 
Minnesota (Lat. 46*66*26" N.. Long. 93*56* 
24" W.); C.P. to add 59459V MHz toward 
Bralncrd. MinnesoU, on azimuth 1999 


Valley. New Mexico, 

601 65 -CR- P-76—Western 8UU» Telephone 
Company. Inc. (New). CP. for a new Rural 
Subscriber-Fixed station to operate on 
15790 MHz located 7.4 miles 8SW of Lake 
Valley, New Mexico. 


rOWT-TO-POtNT MICROWAVE RADIO SKXVXCE 


442- CF-ML-76—General Telephone Company 
of California (KMU46). Santa Ynez Peak. 
8 miles SE of Santa Ynez, California. Lat. 
34*31*36" N.. Long, 119*58*39** W. Mod. of 
License to change antenna system and fre¬ 
quencies 6011 9H. 6130.5H MHz toward Van- 
denherg AFB to 5974.9H, 0003.511 MHz to¬ 
ward Mount Santos, California on azimuth 
298*50*; replace transmitters and change 
power; delete frequencies toward point of 
communication at Santa Marla. California. 

443 - CF ML-78—Same (KMU45). 200 West 
Chestnut Street, Santa Maria. California. 
Lat. 34*57 06" N., Long. 120*26*13" W. 
Mod. of License to change antenna system 
and polarity from Vertical to Horizontal 
on frequencies 10.755 10,995. MHz toward 
Mount Santos, California, on azimuth 181 
40'; replace transmitters and change pow¬ 
er; delete frequencies toward Santa Ynez 
Peak. California. 

444 - CF-P- 76 —Same (KTQ44). Mount Santos. 

6 6 Miles North of Lompoc, California. 
Lat. 34*44*17" N., Long. 120*26*40" W. 
C P. to change antenna system, replace 
transmitters, and change power on fre¬ 
quencies 11985.0V. 11.525.0V MHz to¬ 

ward Santa Maria. California, on azimuth 
01*39'; add frequencies 6226.9V. 6345.6V 
MHz toward a new point of communica¬ 
tion at Santa Ynez Peak. California, on 


azimuth 118*34*. 

1020 -CF-M P-76—RCA Alaska Communica¬ 
tions. Inc. (WA8449). Pump Station #2. 
321 Miles NNW of Fairbanks, Alaska. Lat. 
69*27*32" N.. Long. 148*33'37" W. Mod. of 
C P. to change station location and receive 
station data for station at Franklin Bluff 


and Costa Hill. Alaska. 

1021 CF-MP-76—Same (WOF60). Franklin 
Bluff, Hill 961. 382 Miles North of Pair- 
banks. Alaska. Lat. 69*47*24" N-, Long. 
148*29*22" W. Mod. of C.P. to change re¬ 
ceive station data for stations at Put River 
and Pump Station 4?2. Alaska. 

1022-CF-MP-76—Same. (WAS435). Costa 
Hill. 298.6 Miles NNE of Fairbanks. Alaska. 
Lat. 69*07*04" N-. Long. 148*66*14" W. 
Mod. of C.P. to change station location and 
receive station data for stations at Pump 
Station #2 and Slope, Alaska. 


1015- CF-P-76—Same (KYC43). Bralnerd. 
Minnesota (Lat. 46*20*52" N.. Long. 94*13* 
27** W.): C.P. to add 0220.9H MHz toward 
Little Falls, Minnesota, on azimuth 191.8 
decrees. 

1016- CF-P-76—Same (KCM73). Little Falls, 
Minnesota (Lat. 45*69*03" N., Long. 94*19* 
68*’ W.); CP. to add 59469H MHz toward 
Cold Springs, Minnesota, on azimuth 183.8 
degrees. 

10 17- CF-P-76—Same (KCM72) ♦ Cold 
Springs, Minnesota (Lat. 46*26'48" N.. 
Long. 94*23*04" W.)i C.P. to add 6182 4H 
MHz toward 8t. Cloud. Minnesota on azi¬ 
muth 60.7 degrees. (Note: A waiver of Sec¬ 
tion 21.701(f) Is requested by American 
Television and Communications Corpora¬ 
tion.) 

1018- CF-P-76—Mountain Microwave Cor¬ 
poration (KZT51). Medicine Butte. South 
Dakota (Lat. 43*61*65" N„ Long. 99*36*11" 
W ): C P. to sdd 6945 2V MHz. via power 
spilt, toward Chamberlain. South Dakota 
on azimuth 128 4 degrees. (Note: Special 
Temporary Authority (8TA) requested by 
Mountain Microwave Corporation.) 

Ara/or amendment* 

2372- CF-P-75—Southern Pacific Communi¬ 
cations Company (New). Ill Shiloh Street 
and Grandview Avenue. Mount Washing¬ 
ton. Pennsylvania. Lat. 40*26*62’* N.. Long. 
80*00 26" W. CP. to add point of com¬ 
munication to Arona. Pa., on 6004.5V MHs 
on azimuth 114*24*. 

2373- CF-P-76—Same (New). Arona. 2.1 Miles 
South of Jeannette, Pennsylvania Lat. 
40*17*49" N., Long. 79*37*22" W. CP. to 
change point of communication from 
ThompaonvlUe, Pa, to Mount Washington. 
Pa., on new azimuth 294*39* on new freq. 
6256.5V MHz. 

2374 - CF-P 75—Same (New). 40 Miles East 
of Waterford. Pennsylvania, tat. 40*16*00*' 
N.. Long. 79*04*65" W. C.P. to change point 
of communication from Roxbury, Pa., to 
New Baltimore. Pa., on new azimuth 
145*01* on freq. 5974 8H MHz. 

2373-CF-P-75—Same (New). CP. to change 
antenna location from Roxbury; Pennsyl¬ 
vania. to 3.0 Miles West of New Baltimore. 
Pennsylvania. Lat. 39*59*22" N., Long. 
78*49*48" W. 8ame freq. 6256.5V MHz on 
new azimuth 87*29* toward Saluvia, Pa, 
and same freq. 6226.9H MHz on new Azi¬ 
muth 325*11* toward Waterford, Pa. 


2376- CF-P-75—Same (Now). 2.5 Mile* Eam 
of Saluvla, Pennsylvania. Lat. 40*00*38" N. 
Long. 78*08*45" W. CP. to change point 
of communication from Roxbury, Pa , to 
New Baltimore. Pa. on new azimuth 
267*55* on 5974-8V MHz. 

2379-CF-P-75—Same (New). 03 MUe SW of 
Cooksvilte. Maryland. Lat. 39* 19*06" N, 
Long. 77*01*33" W. CP. to change point of 
communication from Reuters town. Md to 
Hampstead. Md., on new azimuth 23* 12* on 
new freq. 6226.9H MHz and to add point of 
communication to American University on 
0345 5H MHz on azimuth 187*40*. 

2377- CF P-75—Some (New). 2.5 Miles NW of 
Edenville. Pennsylvania. CP. to change co¬ 
ordinates to lit. 39*69*40" N., Long. 
77*48*45" W 

238C-CF-P-7S—Same (New). CP. to change 
antenna location from Relsterstown, Man- 
land, to 08 Mile West of Hampstead, 
Maryland. Lat. 39*30'25" N., Long. 76*52' 
00" W, New freq. 5945 2H on new azimuth 
203*19' towards Cookzvllle. Md , and new 
freq. 5945 2H on new azimuth 79*25' to¬ 
ward Shawsvllle, Md. Delete points of com¬ 
munication to Crownsvllle. Md.. and Bal¬ 
timore. Md. 

2395-CF P-75—8aroe (New). 0 8 Mile NW of 
Shawsvllle, Maryland- Lat. 39*39 00’* N„ 
Long. 70*33*57" W. CP. to change point 
of communication from Relsterstown Md. 
to Hampstead. Md.. on new azimuth 
259*37* on new freq. 6226,0H MH/ 

10O7-CF-P-76—American Satellite Orno- 
ratlon (New). Lake Herman Road. Vallejo 
(Solano) California. Lat. 38*06*33'* $. 
Long 122*10*57" W. CP, for a new nation 
on 10,865 OV towards Or In da Vlll, Califor¬ 
nia. via passive repeater on azimuth 1890 
degrees. 

1006-CF-P-76—Same (New). 1-8 Mtle^ SW 
of Orlnda VIU (Contra Co*ta>. California 
Lat. 37*62*50" N.. Lone. 122*13*56" W CF 
for a new station on 11.386.0V toward* San 
Francisco, California, on 235.9 degrroa and 
11,305.0V towards Va!!e)o. California, via 
passive reneater on azimuth 9-5 degrrci 

1009-CF-P-76—Same (Now). 50 California 
8treet, Ban Francisco. California Lst. 
37'47*39" N., Long. 122 23*40" W CP fnr 
a new station on 10.8!5.0V toward* Orlnda 
VU1, California, on azimuth 55 8 degree-: 

5O6 CF-P-70—Southern Pacific Communi¬ 
cations Company (New). American U 
Campus. 0.15 Miles North of Rockwool 
Parkway, DUtrlet of Columbia Ut 
38*56*600" N . Long.. 77*05'33" W CP for 
a new station on 6.063.8H toward* Cooks* 
vllle, Maryland, on azimuth 7 degree** «3 
minutes and ll.325.OV towards Washing¬ 
ton. D.C., on azimuth 130 degrees 13 


minutes. 

2400-CF-P-75—Southern Pacific Communi¬ 
cations Company (New). 1801 M K" street 
NW. Washington. D C. CP. to add point of 
communication to American Univeroity on 
10.755V MHz on azimuth 310*18'. 

2399-CF-P-76—Same (New). 7600 Ftvsto® 
Dr., Landover, Maryland. Lat. 38'50*15" N. 
Long. 7*51*42" W C.P. to correct aximutn 
toward Crownsvllle, Md , to read 63*40 - 

2393-CF-P-75—Same (New). Southern end 
of Bacon Ridge Road. Crownafflje. MWT' 
Und. Lat. 39'01 *60" N., Long. 76*37 08 W 
CP. to add point of communication to wot* 
tlmore, Maryland, on 6197.2V on aaimuth£ 
degrees 37 minutes. Correct azlmu tn w 
Landover. Maryland, to read 243 
55 minutes. Delete point of communica¬ 
tion to Relsterstown. Maryland. 

2396-CP- P-75—Same (New). 201 Ncrt 
Charles Street. Baltimore, Maryland .1* 
39*17*29" N . Long. 76*30*55" W. CP 
change point of communication from 
Relsterstown. Maryland, to Crowns* • 
Maryland, on new azimuth 180 degree* 
minutes on new frequency 59745V. 

(FR Doc.75-24856 Filed 9-17-76.8:45 sm! 
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[Docket No. 20014; PUe Non. BR-830. BRTI- 
1052, BRSCA-207. BRCT - 68 ; FCC 75-1038] 

GROSS TELECASTING, INC. 

Memorandum Opinion and Ordor 
Enlarging Issues 

1. This proceeding Involves the appli¬ 
cations of Gross Telecasting, Inc. (Gross) 
for renewal of licenses of WJIM. WJIM- 
FM. and WJIM-TV in Lansing, Michigan 
139 FR 370931. By Memorandum Opinion 
and Order. 46 PCC 2d 543 (1974), we 
designated the applications for hearing 
on various issues, and made the Amer¬ 
ican Civil Liberties Union of Michigan, 
Lansing Branch (ACLU). a party to this 
proceeding. On March 19, 1975. ACLU 
died an application for review of a Re¬ 
view Board Memorandum Opinion and 
Order (51 FCC 2d 313, released February 
24.1975). 1 

2. On May 14. 1974, ACLU petitioned 
die Review Board (Board) to add, inter 
alia, an “anU-iabor activities" issue 
against Gross based on a National Labor 
Relations Board complaint. The Board 
denied the petition (48 PCC 2d 1180i be¬ 
cause Uie NLRB had not completed Its 
proceeding against Gross.* * The NLRB, by 
Decision and Order, released October 1, 
1974 (Case 7-CA-10759). approved a Set¬ 
tlement Stipulation requiring Gross to 
cease and desist from various activities, 
including, coercively interrogating its 
employees, threatening reprisals against 
employees for support of the union, and 
discharging employees for union activi¬ 
ties. Gross also offered two discharged 
employees reinstatement to their former 
positions and payment of back wages. On 
December Q, 1974, the ACLU again peti¬ 
tioned the Board to add an anti-labor 
Lvsue against Grass.* The ACLU also re¬ 
quested a Rule 1.65 Issue for Gross’s 
failure to report either the January 25. 
1974, NLRB complaint or the October 1, 
1974, NLRB final action. The Board held 
addition of the anti-labor Issue was not 
warranted because the only Information 
not previously considered by the Board 
was the adoption of the consent decree 

'Tho Commission also has before it: (a) 
opposition, filed April 1, 1*75. by Oroes; <b) 
Broadcast Bureau's comments, filed April X. 

l c) W * n <l <b). M<*i April 11. 

Jul 6 * b ^ ACLU * (6) motion for extension of 
tune and waiver of Commission Rule 1.115(e) 
ni t ° r / ."i^^Uvely waiver of Commission 
1, O0 (a)(I). filed March 10. 1075. by 
wtnUH ^P 0811100 to <d). filed April 1. 
mJntm??* 9 ** (t * Broadc *»t Bureau's com- 

Sd V 1876: <•> n P'r <«> 

Apr “ u - I87S - b T ACLU. AJ- 
tb * ACLU hu not shown good emu., 
in 1 lln8 ,u AppUcstlon for review, 

“ * of , tb « «ubstwntl»l public Interest 
r u *^- wo eowMor the menu 
,or rev,e " <*"• The Edge- 
dU> C °- * 900 ™ 148 <«**• 

^ 8 ‘.* 10weTcr ' eon *BUnned any pos- 
V, ‘ he rfnew * 1 ‘PPUcnUonTto 
proper foi!^M° n „ th ® Commission deemed 
V&'SS" ° nAl actlon °f the NLRB 

roVST™ !" uo n,ta * « follows: 

It) »nt?^r Wn * wbetb «* areas had engaged 

cot pouMa .k. ? 1 ** U> *‘ “>« licensee does 
posaeu the characur to bold a license. 


by the NLRB. The Board considered the 
ACLU’a reliance on the consent decree 
Insufficient to add the anti-labor issue 
because Cross did not admit any viola¬ 
tions of the labor laws by agreeing to the 
NLRB order. The Board also stated the 
ACLU failed to provide specific allega¬ 
tions of fact concerning Gross’s ability 
to operate its stations in the public in¬ 
terest. The Board stated Gross’s failure 
to report the NLRB complaint and the 
NLRB Decision and Order was not on 
attempt to mislead or deceive the Com¬ 
mission. and did not warrant, a dis¬ 
qualifying Rule 1.65 Issue. The ACLU re¬ 
quests immediate review of the Board’s 
rulings. 4 Since we find no abuse of dis¬ 
cretion or manifest error by the Board 
in denying the Rule 1.65 issue, further 
review of this matter is not necessary. 

3. In making the required public in¬ 
terest finding, we consider an applicant's 
character qualifications. 8ce Violation by 
Applicants of Law of U S.. 42 FCC 2d 399. 
400 (1951). See also Mansfield Journal 
Co. v. FCC, 180 F.2d 28 (D.C, Cir. 1950); 
Section ^08(b) of the Communications 
Act. The National Labor Relations Act 
establishes a national policy guarantee¬ 
ing employees the free choice to organize 
and collectively bargain and discouraging 
labor strife. (See eg, Republic Steel 
Carp. v. NLRB., 311 US 7 (19400. If an 
applicant’s conduct portends a position 
toward station employees contrary to the 
public policy reflected by the NLRA, such 
conduct must be evaluated to determine 
whether the facts preclude the public In¬ 
terest finding required by the Commu¬ 
nications Act, See Rockford Broad¬ 
casters, Inc., 45 FCC (Part 1) 1121, 1128 
< 1963). reconsid. denied, 45 FCC (Part 2> 
1300 (1964). Cf. Retail Store Employees 
Union v. FCC. 141 U S. App. D.C. 94, 436 
F.2d 248 (1970); CBS . Inc, 48 FCC 2d 
474 (Rev. Bd. 1974). Thus. If an appli¬ 
cant has acted In violation of the public 
policy concerning labor relations, "an 
analysis of the substance of these prac¬ 
tices must be made to determine their 
relevance and weight as regards the 
ability of the applicant to use the re¬ 
quested radio authorization In the pub¬ 
lic interest." Violation bp Applicants of 
Laws of U S., supra, at 401. Cf. The West¬ 
ern Connecticut Broadcasting Co., 44 
FCC 2d 673 (1973). 

4. Absent unusual circumstances, we 
will not consider allegations of violations 
of laws when the responsible authority 
has determined the allegations non- 
merltorious. See The Travelers Broad¬ 
casting Service Corp., 21 FCC 110, 197 
(1956), Lake Erie Broadcasting Co., 33 
FCC 2d 1009 (Rev. Bd. 1972). Cf. Retail 
Store Employees Union v. FCC, supra 
However, the NLRB acUon Is unlike Uie 
situation above, since a consent order 
terminated the NLRB proceeding against 
Oross. Unless Gross falls to comply with 


the consent order, the NLRB proceeding 
has ended. Since a consent order Is not 
an adjudication or an admission by the 
parties respecting the merits of the al¬ 
legations, we have no findings or con¬ 
clusions of the NLRB to rely upon. How¬ 
ever. If the alleged facts warrant adding 
an anti-labor issue we will resolve the is¬ 
sue based on evidence developed at hear¬ 
ing. See RKO General Inc., 31 FCC 2d 70 
(1971). Cf. Westlnghouse Radio Stations , 
Inc., 19 FCC 1359. 1465-7 (1955). 

5. ACLU filed affidavits of Gross em¬ 
ployees In which (hey alleged Gross com¬ 
mitted specific anti-labor activities. Spe¬ 
cifically, the affidavits tend to establish 
Gross discharged two employees for 
union activities, and discouraged union 
activity by Improper methods.* which, if 
true, violates the National Labor Rela¬ 
tions Act * The allegations are supported 
by affidavits of persons having personal 
knowledge thereof, and thus sufficient to 
support a motion to enlarge issues.* The 
NLRB also found the same statements 
sufficient to issue a complaint against 
Gross.* Gross submitted an affidavit 
which concedes two employees were dis¬ 
charged. but as for the reasons for dis¬ 
charge. the affidavits submitted by Gross 
and ACLU are conflicting. Since the affi¬ 
davits conflict, we cannot resolve this 
Issue on the basis of the pleadings. More¬ 
over. as the Bureau points out. the 
NLRB complaint lists instances of Gross’s 
efforts to discourage union membership. 
See Retail Store Employees Union v 
FCC. supra. Cf. Kittyhawk Broadcasting 
Corp,. 13 FCC 2d 928 (1968). 

6. We are adding the requested issue 
so that the conduct underlying the 
allegations may be explored at hearing. 
In doing so. our purpose is not to enforce 
the provisions of the NLRA. but to deter¬ 
mine whether Gross's conduct adversely 
reflects on its qualifications to be a li¬ 
censee. CF. Mansfield Journal Co. v. FCC, 
supra; Florida-Georgia Television Co., 
11 FCC 2d 643 (1968). 

7. Accordingly, it is ordered. ’That the 
motion for extension of time and waiver 
of Commission Rule 1.115(e)(1) and the 
application for review, both filed March 
19, 1975, by the American Civil Liberties 
Union of Michigan. Lansing Branch, 


• Ordinarily, we deny Immediate review of 
Interlocutory matters *'|u|nlMs the ruling 
complained of la fundamental and afiecte 
the conduct of the entire proceeding . /' 
Note to Section l.X!5(o)<2) of the Commis¬ 
sion’s Rules However, we bellero the serious 
and fundamental questions raised by ACLU 
warrant our immediate consideration. 


•Specific allegations were made that the 
principals of Qrocss harassed employees con¬ 
cerning their union activity and promised 
the employees they would be "taken care of* 
if they abandoned support for the union 

*See Sections 8 (a)( 1 ) and 8 (a)( 8 ) of the 
(aM3) 29 8octtons 138(a)(1) and 158 

r Section 1.220(c) of the Commission's 
Rules provides. In part: 

8 uch motions fto enlarge] . . . shall con¬ 
tain specific allegations of fact. , . . Such 
allegations of fact * , . shall be supported by 
affidavits of a person or persons having per¬ 
sonal knowledge thereof. 

• Section 102,12 of the Rules and Regula¬ 

tions of the NLRB (20 CPU 102.12) requires 
specificity in allegations slmllsr to Section 
1.229(c) of the Commission's Rules Section 
102.12 provides, in part, that charges shall 
contain ”]a| clear and concise statement of 
the facts. . . ." flee North American Rock- 
tceti Corp. v. NLRB. 380 P. 2d 866 (10th Clr. 
1968). 
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ARE GRANTED to th e ext ent reflected 
In this order, and DENIED In all other 
respects. 

8. It is further ordered , That the is¬ 
sues In this proceeding are enlarged by 
adding the following Issue: 

To determine whether Gross Tele¬ 
casting. Inc. engaged in labor practices 
inconsistent with the national labor pol¬ 
icy expressed In the National Labor Re¬ 
lations Act. and if so. the effect of such 
conduct on the character qualifications 
of the licensee and its ability to operate 
its broadcast stations in the public 
interest. 

9. U is further ordered , That the bur¬ 
den of proceeding with respect to the 
added Issue shall be on the American 
Civil Liberties Union of Michigan. Lans¬ 
ing Branch, and the burden of proof 
with respect to sold issue shall be on 
Gross Telecasting. Inc. 

Adopted: September 9,1975. 

Released: September 16,1975. 

Federal Communications 
Commission * 

(seal! Vincent J. Mullins. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 75-24856 Filed 9-17-75:8:46 »m| 


RADIO CICERO. INC. 

Standard Broadcast Application Ready and 
Available for Processing 

The following application requests 
authority to restore standard broadcast 
service provided by former station 
WVON. Cicero. Illinois (not to be con¬ 
fused with present station WVON. Chi¬ 
cago. Illinois. 1390 kHz. 5 kW. DA-2. U>. 
The Commission will accept other ap¬ 
plications for consolidation with this ap¬ 
plication which propose essentially the 
same facilities. 

BP-20041 NEW. Cicero. Illinois, Radio Cicero, 

Inc., Rcq: 1450 kH*. 250 W. T kW-LS, V. 

Pursuant to the provisions of 55 1.227 
(b)(1) and 1.591'b) of the Commission’s 
rules, an application, in order to be con¬ 
sidered with this application, must be 
tendered no later than October 22. 1975. 

The attention of any party in interest 
desiring to file pleadings concerning this 
application, pursuant to section 309(d) 
(1) of the Communications Act of 1934. 
as amended, is directed to 5 1.580(1) of 
the Commission’s rules for the provisions 
governing the time of filing and other 
requirements relating to such pleadings. 

Adopted: September 12,1975. 

Released: September 15, 1975. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

I seal 1 Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

JFR Doc.75-24857 Filed 9-17-75.8:46 ami 


• Commissioner* Wiley (Chairman) and 
QucUo concurring In the result. 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

|Docket Nor B-7775J 

APPALACHIAN POWER CO. 

Extension of Time 

September 9, 1975. 

On August 29. 1975. Appalachian 

Power Company (APCO) filed a motion 
to extend the date within which to com¬ 
ply with ordering paragraph (C) of or¬ 
der issued August 15, 1975, in the above- 
designated matter. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the time within which APCO 
must comply with ordering paragraph 
<C> of order issued August 15. 1975 In 
the above matter is extended to and In¬ 
cluding October 6. 1975. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|PR Doc.75 24780 Filed 9-17-76:8:45 am| 


(Docket No. B-00921 

ARKANSAS-MISSOURI POWER CO. 

Filing of Motion for Approval of 
Settlement Agreements 

September 9, 1975. 

Take notice that on August 28. 1975, 
the Arkansas-Missouri Power Company 
(Ark-Mo) tendered for filing a “Motion 
of Arkansas-Missouri Power Company 
for Approval of Settlement Agreements" 
which, if granted, would dispose of all 
the issues in this proceeding. Ark-Mo 
states that the two Agreements hereby 
tendered provide for revised wholesale 
and wheeling rates, respectively, and 
provide Ark-Mo with an effective overall 
rate of return of 8.58%, based on the 
test year ended May 31, 1974. In addi¬ 
tion to establishing uniform rate sched¬ 
ules applicable to each customer receiv¬ 
ing a particular service. Ark-Mo states 
that the proposed wholesale rate Agree¬ 
ment provides for the implementation of 
a fuel cost adjustment clause meeting 
the requirements of Order No. 617. 

Ark-Mo proposes to undertake to file 
appropriate revisions to its FPC rate 
schedules and make the necessary re¬ 
funds within 30 days of Commission ac¬ 
ceptance of both Agreements. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said settlement agreement should 
file comments with the Federal Power 
Commission. 825 North Capitol Street, 
N.E., Washington. D.C. 20426, on or be¬ 
fore September 17, 1975. Comments will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken. Copies of this agreement are on 
file with tire Commission and are avail¬ 
able for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR Doc.75-24787 Filed 9-17-76:8:45 am] 


(Project No. 2711 

ARKANSAS POWER & LIGHT CO. 


Order Denying Motion for Severance and 
Granting Application for Easement 

September 9, 1975. 


Arkansas Power k Light Company 
(APL). Licensee for the Carpenter- 
Remmel Project No. 271. filed on March 
7, 1974. an application for Commission 
approval of an easement to the City of 
Hot Springs. Arkansas, (Hot Spring 
for the construction of a sewage effluent 
discharge line. 

Hot Springs plans to construct a new 
wastewater treatment plant and require 
the subject easement for the Installation, 
maintenance, and operation of the 
plant’s discharge line. 

On April 4. 1974, APL filed a motion 
requesting us to sever an expedite con¬ 
sideration of tills March 7. 1974 appli¬ 
cation. 

On September 10. 1973. we issued an 
Order Setting Hearing. There had been 
presented to us an application to convey 
in fee 100 acres of the 118 acre Electric 
Island and 16.2 acres of Little Goat Is¬ 
land. We expressed our concern then and 
now reaffirm our concern for the neces¬ 
sity of a closer examination of the con¬ 
sequences of intensified use of project 
resources. In light of this policy of care¬ 
ful and comprehensive examination we 
referred the applications then before us 
to hearing so that they might be con¬ 
sidered together with any other applica¬ 
tions that may be on file and any future 
applications of a similar nature which 
may impose additional public use on 
project lands and waters. 

Specifically implementing this policy 
we ordered a public hearing “to consider 
existing applications for further case¬ 
ments or other permission to utilize proj¬ 
ect lands and waters in light of a com¬ 
prehensive analysis of the project land5 
and waters as a whole to be accumulated 
by developing a formal record pertaining 
to: 

(a) present utilization of Lake Hamil¬ 
ton and Lake Catherine and project 


lands, , 

(b) anticipated future utilization of 
Lake Hamilton and Lake Catherine ana 
project lands including proposed devel¬ 
opments and easements. 

(c) the present and reasonably .ore- 
secnble intensity of public use in relation 
to the capacity of project lands ana 
waters to serve these multiple uses with¬ 
out further impairment of the natural 
resources they represent. 

(d) issues raised In any complaint not 
covered by the foregoing, (empha* 


APL requests in Its motion that * 
sever the application of March 7. 
from this hearing. This motion refiecw 
a misapprehension of what was accom¬ 
plished by our September 10, 1973 order. 
We established a policy of comprehen¬ 
sive examination but implemented 
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policy by setting for hearing only those 
applications then before us. To be sure, 
those applications were to be evaluated 
in light of their impact on project lands 
and waters with consideration given to, 
among other factors, anticipated future 
utilization of Lake Hamilton and Lake 
Catherine and project lands. However, 
the hearing was ordered only for appli¬ 
cations pending on September 10. 1973, 
not for such anticipated future utiliza¬ 
tions. 

Applications filed subsequent to Sep¬ 
tember 10. 1973, are therefore not in¬ 
cluded under the hearing established 
therein. For this reason we deny APL's 
motions to sever and expedite as Inappro¬ 
priate. One cannot sever that which is 
not originally a part of the proceeding. 
This Is not to say that such subsequent 
applications may be considered in a 
“piece meal" manner. Such a procedure 
would be inappropriate in view of our 
September 10. 1973 order. Each subse¬ 
quent application will be considered In 
light of the underlying policy of the Or¬ 
der to determine whether consolidation 
within the hearing already ordered Is 
appropriate, whether we should proceed 
to the merits more expeditiously, or 
whether we should defer consideration 
to a later date. This determination must 
be made consistently with the policy of 
a comprehensive analysis of the use of 
project lands and waters as set forth in 
our September 10.1973, order. 

We deem the March 7. 1974. applica¬ 
tion and April 4. 1974, motion to have 
requested us to make this determination 
and further deem it an appropriate de¬ 
termination to make at this Ume. 

This determination is of course heav¬ 
ily dependent upon the specific facts be¬ 
fore us since a careful analysis of the 
circumstances is required to determine 
the comprehensive analysis mandated by 
our September 10. 1973 order, must also 
whether the application, which must be 
considered with other applications under 
be incorporated into the hearing itself. 

Project No. 271 consists of two develop¬ 
ments on the Ouachita River. The Upper 
Development Includes Carpenter Dam, 
Luc Hamilton, and a powerhouse located 
at the dam. The Lower Development In¬ 
cludes Rommel Dam, Lake Catherine 
’which encroaches on Carpenter Dam), 
and a powerhouse located at the dam. 

The application as Hied by APL on 
March 7, 1974, seeks Commission ap¬ 
proval for the granting to Hot Springs 
^fcsements over certain lands and Inter¬ 
ests in land located within the project 
^jndary and in Lake Catherine. The 
Purpose of the easement is to enable 
Hot Springs to install, maintain and op- 
effl .* ent Charge line to be con- 
♦rl. lta tertiary sewage 

^ line 

mately on/ propert y aPProxi- 
milc downstream of 

feet m t fL D ^J md cxtcnd about 173 
in of **** rtvcr channel 

Maxin iu*n discharge 
clShlSL 2 ^ 32 Gfa,on * Per minute, while 
8 330 ^ 1 ° ftn ******* day would be 
2 gallon * Per minute. The effluent line 


itself would be a 2200 foot long pipe with 
a 36 Inch orifice. The line would be 
placed on the river bottom and at its 
point of discharge would be 3 to 5 feet 
below the river surface. The last 50 feet 
of the pipe would be perforated for better 
dispersion of the effluent. The project 
boundary at the point of the line's entry 
is contour elevation 307 feet, two feet 
above the reservoir’s normal pool eleva¬ 
tion of 305 feet. 

Hot Springs was barred in March of 
1970 by an order of the state pollution 
control agency <now the Depaitment of 
Pollution Control and Ecology <DPCE)> 
from allowing further connections to its 
present sewage treatment system. Hot 
Springs In consultation with DPCE und 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
<EPA), designed a new system encom¬ 
passing the entire city and those por¬ 
tions of Garland County adjoining Hot 
Springs and Lakes Hamilton and 
Catherine. The requested easement be¬ 
fore us is a part of this system. 

The areas outside the Hot Springs' 
city limits which will be served by this 
new’ system arc to be formed into sani¬ 
tary districts approved by Hot Springs 
and by the State. We understand that a 
total of 20 such districts is planned. Also, 
according to the Environmental Impact 
Statement prepared by EPA, EPA will 
assist Hot Springs In preventing “pro¬ 
liferation of construction of individual 
package-type treatment facilities and 
septic tanks within the comprehensive 
plan area." EPA stated in a letter dated 
September 20. 1974. that, at that time, 
only throe sanitary districts were in 
existence but that other district* are in 
the process of being formed and that 
ultimately all of the districts will be 
formed. 

In the application as originally filed 
Hot Springs proposed to construct a 20 
MOD capacity biological /chemical sew¬ 
age treatment plant as port of the com¬ 
prehensive plan to collect and provide 
tertiary treatment of wastewater from 
Hot Springs and from the urban areas 
located adjacent to Lakes Hamilton and 
Catherine. This figure of 20 MOD was 
shown in the Pinal Environmental Im¬ 
pact Statement <FEIS) prepared by EPA 
However, other information filed with 
the application referred to a 12 MGD 
plant. Inquiries regarding the apparent 
discrepancy led to a letter from EPA 
dated September 20. 1974. EPA stated 
that the treatment facility proposed In 
1970 was 20 MOD. This flow was esti¬ 
mated to provide adequate hydraulic 
capacity for the temporary high infil¬ 
tration rates expected at that time. The 
design flow of the plant now proposed 
is 12 MOD. This reduction in capacity 
was made because of an anticipated cor¬ 
rection of Infiltration Inflow problems In 
the presently sewered area of Hot 
Springs. There will be no change In the 
degree of treatment afforded by the pro¬ 
posed facility. The total planned capacity 
on an average flow basis is then 12 MOD. 
EPA advises that the conduits and pipe¬ 
line inside the plant are designed for 
a flow of 40 MOD. The plant Is designed 


so that It can be expanded to 16 MOD 
by the addition of certain plant elements 
In an Increment of 4 MGD. The conduits 
and main flow channels are presently 
designed to carry a maximum flow of 40 
MGD based on a possible ultimate plant 
flow of 16 MOD. 

EPA notes that the sewage treatment 
facility proposed will afford complete 
treatment, tertiary treatment and chlo¬ 
rination. to the sewage flowing through 
It. The facility is planned as a regional 
facility serving both Hot Springs and 
suburban Garla.id County. 

Based on the ratio of the drainage area 
of 1,562 square miles and average flow 
of 2298 cfs at the U8QS gage at Mclvorn 
to the drainage area of 1516 square miles 
at Lake Catherine, the average flow at 
Lake Catherine Is approximately 2230 
cfs. The minimum dally discharge of the 
Ouachita River at Malvern for the 43 
years of record is 40 cfs with the overage 
flow at 2298 cfs. Using these values and 
the 12 MOD design flow, dilution factors 
would range from 2.2 lo 1 for the mini¬ 
mum flow of 40 cfs at Malvern to 124 to 
1 for the average dally flow of 2298 cfs. 
Using the average dolly flow of 2230 cfs 
for Lake Catherine, the dilution factor 
would be 120 to 1 

The present estimated population of 
the region is 50,000. Using the daily aver¬ 
age per capita consumption of water at 
100 gallons, it is estimated that approx¬ 
imately 5 million gallons of wastewater 
Is presently being generated in the Hot 
Springs area. If this wastewater Is 
treated at the proposed facility approxi¬ 
mately 1.15 mg/1 total phosphorus 
would be discharged into Lake Catherine 
based on a 90% phosphorous removal 
Using the average flow of 2230 cfs for 
Lake Catherine. It is estimated that ap¬ 
proximately 0.010 mg/1 total phospho¬ 
rus would be added to Lake Catherine. 
Presently wastewater is receiving at best 
secondary treatment with an estimated 
30% removal of total phosphorus. With 
this degree of treatment and based upon 
the above figures it is estimated that 
about 8.05 mg/1 total phosphorus is 
being discharged to project waters. 

Presently there are about 4050 septic 
tanks in unsewered areas outside the 
Hot Springs city limits; approximately 
400 of these are on lands adjacent to 
project lands at Lake Catherine. In Hot 
Springs and the surrounding area, there 
are 31 identified waste sources. The pollu¬ 
tion problems in the Ouachita River and 
Lakes Hamilton and Catherine are in¬ 
tensified by all of these waste sources, 
including the three Inadequate sewage 
treatment plants presently serving Hot 
Springs. Effluents from all three plants 
roach project waters and. during rainy 
periods, considerable amounts of raw 
sewage are bypassed to tributaries which 
flow into Lakes Hamilton and Catherine. 

Indeed we expressed our awareness of 
the sewage treatment situation in the 
area in our orders of September 10, 1973 
approving discharges into Lake Hamil¬ 
ton by Falrwood Homes Association. Inc.. 

50 F.P.C. 687 (1973), LA-DU Enterprises. 
Inc^ 50 PP.C. 692 (1973) and Oram 
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Motel. Inc.. 50 F.P.C. 695 (1973). In these 
orders we expressed our concern that 
these discharges should be of a tempo¬ 
rary nature and should cease upon com¬ 
pletion of a central waste treatment 
facility by Hot Springs. Accordingly we 
conditioned our approval upon a require¬ 
ment that Licensee require each grantee, 
upon completion of such a central waste 
treatment facility by Hot Springs to 
cease discharge within one year and con¬ 
nect its sewage discharge line into such 
facility. The proposed plant now before 
us is the central facility referred to in 
our orders of September 10. 1973. It Is 
proposed to replace the existing treat¬ 
ment facilities and will materially reduce 
the pollution problems in project waters. 

EPA. as the federal funding agency for 
municipal waste treatment facilities, pre¬ 
pared and circulated a draft Environ¬ 
mental Impact Statement and a FEIS 
pursuant to the requirements of the Na¬ 
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 . 
42 U.S.C. 4321 ct seq . <1970>. The FEIS 
discussed the regional aspects of the pro¬ 
posed waste treatment plant. Copies of 
the FEIS. submitted on November 1,1972. 
were filed by Licensee as part of the sub¬ 
ject application and motion. The FEIS 
included comments on the draft Environ¬ 
mental Impact Statement and the record 
of a public hearing held on the proposal. 
EPA found that Lake Catherine has a 
higher reaerntion capacity than Lake 
Hamilton and therefore a greater capac¬ 
ity to assimilate the effluent. EPA con¬ 
cluded that no serious adverse environ¬ 
mental effects are anticipated as a result 
of construction and operation of the ter¬ 
tiary treatment plant._ 

A supplement to the FEIS was Issued by 
EPA with a date of July 19. 1974. The 
supplement makes It clear, as we dis¬ 
cussed above, that a 12 MOD rather than 
a 20 MOD facility is proposed. This sup¬ 
plement notes that the outfall line re¬ 
quires Commission approval and states 
that delay or denial of our approval of 
the easement would promote (1) esca¬ 
lating construction costs at a rate of ap¬ 
proximately 116% Per month of the total 
project cost of $21,624,000.00 and <2> 
continuing pollution to Lake Catherine, 
due mainly to septic tank overflow. EPA 
stated that in order to prevent these eco¬ 
nomic and environmental costs, an alter¬ 
native to the proposed effluent outfall 
line has been chosen. In EPA's view this 
alternative will allow expedition of the 
project with the environmental difference 
between the two alternatives being in¬ 
significant In comparison to the cost if 
the project is delayed. This alternative 
is an outfall line to go to a point Just 
above the project boundary at the 307 
foot contour and discharging into an in¬ 
termittent stream named Burton Creek 
approximately 750 feet from Lake Cath¬ 
erine. Although EPA concludes that the 
highly treated effluent from the proposed 
facility will have an insignificant effect 
on the quality of water in Lake Cath¬ 
erine, EPA does note some possible ad¬ 
verse effects that could result. Chlorina¬ 
tion may have some minor effects by 
lysing some of the harmless organisms 


in the stream. This would reduce the ca¬ 
pacity of the stream to stabilize the or¬ 
ganic load. Also, lysing of Algal cells may 
increase the BOD, Biochemical Oxygen 
Demand, of the stream. EPA also noted 
that low flow conditions and correspond¬ 
ing hot weather may cause pooling ef¬ 
fects. especially around the mouth of 
Burton Creek and that this may result 
in septlcity and eutrophication problems. 
EPA does feci that hydroelectric dis¬ 
charges from Carpenter Dam would fa¬ 
cilitate mixing and dispersion to mini¬ 
mize these adverse effects. EPA concludes 
that the proposal before us. which is a 
submerged outlet in Lake Catherine, 
would accomplish a more uniform dis¬ 
persion of the effluent. We agree and 
conclude that of the two approaches, 
economic and environmental considera¬ 
tions would favor the submerged outfall 
line over discharging into Burton Creek. 

Pending before EPA is an application 
for discharge permit pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 402 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act Amendments of 1972 (PL 
92-500). EPA has advbcd Hot Springs 
that no final permit will be issued until 
the plant is ready to commence dis¬ 
charging treated effluent. A water qual¬ 
ity certificate, pursuant to Section 401 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act Amendments of 1972 (PL 92-500) 
has been issued by DPCE. A copy of this 
certificate was filed with the Commission 
and was In turn forwarded to EPA on 
June 24. 1974. 

Public notice of the application vras 
given on March 15. 1974. No protests, 
notices, or petitions to intervene were 
received. 

The Department of the Interior's Fish 
and Wildlife Service in a letter dated 
May 16. 1974. stated that the proposed 
line discharging into Lake Catherine 
does not appear to pose a significant 
threat to fish and wlldcilfe resources and 
that they had no objection to the pro¬ 
posal. 

The State of Arkansas, Department of 
Pollution Control and Ecology (DPCE). 
commented in a letter dated May 8. 1974. 
DPCE noted that it had spent a vast 
amount of time and effort in forcing and 
guiding the project of a waste treat¬ 
ment facility to its present status and 
that this effort Included review of the 
engineering and environmental Impact 
studies to determine the most acceptable, 
economical and feasible method of efflu¬ 
ent discharge. DPCE therefore concludes 
that the proposal is the most acceptable 
and recommends its approval. 

EPA in a letter dated June 4. 1974. 
forwarded additional water quality data 
for the area which is consistent with the 
conclusions drawn in the FEIS prepared 
by EPA. EPA recommended approval of 
the proposal and urged expedition of our 
consideration of the proposal. 

In light of the above wc conclude that 
the application before us should not be 
incorporated into the hearing of our or¬ 
der of September 10. 1973, but rather 
should be considered more expeditiously. 
We note the present undesirable sewage 
situation that exists in the Hot Springs 


area and conclude that an expedition 
determination would be In the public 
interest. Our awareness of the situation 
is evidenced by our comments in the 
orders of September 10. 1973, approving 
casements for LA-DU Inc., Wall wood 
Homes. Inc., and Gram Motel. Inc. Our 
intent as evidenced by our conditioned 
approval of these easements, was that 
they would be of a temporary nature 
pending creation of this very iewage 
treatment system. This system then rep¬ 
resents a basic factor which we had 
earlier contemplated and upon which our 
analysis must be structured. Expedition 
of our consideration of this underling 
factor is clearly in the public lntercit 
We further conclude that approval of 
the proposed easement would be in the 
public interest. We have analyzed the 
proposal in view of its impact on the 
project. More importantly under the pol¬ 
icy of our order of September 10.1973. we 
have examined it and its cumulative 
effect on the project w ? hen considered to¬ 
gether with any other application *hat 
may be on file and any future applica¬ 
tions of a similar nature which may im¬ 
pose additional public use on project 
lands and waters. 

Under this standard the proved 
plant and outfall will have a positive 
effect. Presently the sewage situation is 
resulting in an adverse Impact on the 
project. Untreated and parti idly treated 
sewage from the Hot Springs area is 
presently flowing into project waters. 
The new plant will substantially reduce 
the untreated flows. Some seepage from 
septic tanks will continue until the pro¬ 
posed sanitary districts arc formed, but 
at that time such untreated flow's .should 
cease. The new plant which provider ter¬ 
tiary treatment represents an approach 
which should' on balance reduce utiliza¬ 
tion of the reservoir and so reduce the 
adverse Impact of the present sewage 
situation. 

Further, approval will shortly lead to 
the termination of the easements 
granted In our orders of September 10. 
1973. 

We note that the granting of the pro¬ 
posed casement would result in the out¬ 
fall line being located in Lake Catherine 
while denial would result in the dis¬ 
charge of the treated effluent into Bur¬ 
ton Creek, a tributary of Lake Catherine, 
outside the project boundary We find 
the latter to be environmentally 1«* 
sirable than the former. 

The proposed easement before us con¬ 
tains covenants reserving use of the lwtf 
for project purposes and in accordance 
with Order 313, 34 F.P.C. 1546 <19o5'. 

EPA lias prepared a FEIS which con¬ 
siders the environmental impact or tne 
proposed sewage treatment plant, vve 
have examined data provided in tajs 
FEIS and conducted our own independ¬ 
ent analysis of the impact of the pro¬ 
posed sewage treatment plant a 
specifically into the Impact of thcP 
posed outfall fine. We find no significant 
adverse environmental impacts that 
not fu)ly considered above or in the Ftn >• 
Our approval of the proposed app v3 
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tlon here is therefore not the type of 
action requiring our preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Statement We 
note that the adverse effects of the pro¬ 
posed plant would be short term and 
minor in nature all related to construc¬ 
tion of the facilities. Long term Impacts 
would be beneficial through a reduction 
in .sewage effluent nutrients discharging 
to the project, better dilution and assim¬ 
ilation of the nutrients, improving pub¬ 
lic health .situations in the area. Overall, 
the new plant as proposed would be 
environmentally beneficial to the public 
residing In Hot Springs and the areas of 
Project No. 271, and to the water quality 
of the Ouachita River downstream of the 
project. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) The motion filed on April 4. 1974 
by Arkansas Power and Light In this 
proceeding requesting severance of its 
application filed March 7. 1974 In this 
proceeding from the hearing established 
by the Commission's Order Setting Hear¬ 
ing of September 10.1973 should, for the 
reasons discussed above, be denied. 

<2; The application filed March 7, 1974 
for Commission approval of an easement 
to the City of Hot Springs should not be 
incorporated In the hearing established 
by the Commission's Order Setting Hear¬ 
ing of September 10. 1973. 

<3) The application described in find¬ 
ing No. 2 above should be approved to the 
extent of an average discharge of 12 
MGD. 

The Commission orders: 

<A> The motion described in finding 
No. l above is denied. 

»B) The application described in find¬ 
ings Nos 2 and 3 above Is granted and 
Licensee is authorized to grant to the 
City of Hot Springs an easement as dis¬ 
cussed above and in accordance with the 
term* of said application; provided that, 
w.thout prior approval of the Commis¬ 
sion. the average discharge shall not ex¬ 
ceed 12 MGD. 

(C L Licensee a C °PT the 

executed instrument granting the ease¬ 
ment described above within 30 days of 
tbe execution of said Instrument. 

f D> Licensee shall file, within 30 days 
of it* issuance, a discharge permit pur- 
f? ant to Section 402 of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act Amendments of 
W3 (PL 92-500). 

By the Commission. 


change as to seven contracts 1 with E! 
Paso Natural Gas Company (El Paso) 
for natural gas sales in the San Juan 
Basin of the Rocky Mountain Area. Then 
on February 1, 1974. the Commission 
suspended these rate increases for five 
months, to become effective subject to 
refund on July 2. 1974. and set the mat¬ 
ter for hearing. 

Subsequently, on January 3, 1975, 
Aztec applied for rehearing of Opin¬ 
ion No. 699-H. 5 as well as requesting 
special relief from the national rate, 
based upon its aforementioned January 
2. 1974. filing in Docket No. RI74-144. 
In particular Aztec contended that it 
had been denied due process notice and 
hearing when in Opinion No. 699-H the 
Commission set the Rocky Mountain 
Area rate at 35* per Mcf for contracts 
dated on or after October 1, 1968. which 
would not otherwise qualify for the na¬ 
tional rate and ordered refunds for 
amounts collected in excess of 35* per 
Mcf. 

In response to Aztec's filing the Com¬ 
mission on January 27.1975. set the mat¬ 
ter for hearing, specifically for the pur¬ 
poses of considering possible special relief 
for all of Aztec's sales and determining 
whether five of the seven contracts did 
not meet the Sierra-Mobile* test, and 
permitted Aztec to continue collecting 
the increased rates subject to refund 
without being required to presently com¬ 
ply with the Opinion No. 699-H refund 
order. Thereafter, on May 2, 1975. the 
Commission clarified this order by stat¬ 
ing that the scope of this proceeding is 
limited to a determination of the just 
and reasonable rate for the seven sales 
to El Paso, supra note 1. currently being 
collected subject to refund In Docket No. 
^174-144. I** addition the Commission 
noted that none of these seven sales qual¬ 
ify for the national rate. 

The Commission on June 23. 1975. no¬ 
ticed a proposed settlement agreement 4 
filed by Aztec on June 18. 1975. in which 
Azte c and El Paso advance three new 
agreements: 1) the national rate would 
apply to the original seven already ter¬ 
minated contracts in this docket, supra 
note 1, to be effective July 2. 1974; 2) 
the national rate will apply as of the date 
of filing for two other contracts for which 
Aztec presently has termination rights; I 
and 3) a renegotiated rate under the rele¬ 
vant area or national rate will apply to 
ten other contracts which arc presently 


in effect. Aztec states that Commission 
approval of this settlement will cause it 
to seek termination of this docket. 

Staff filed its opposition to this set¬ 
tlement on July 25. 1975, following Az¬ 
tec's July 23. 1975. and El Paso's July 7. 
1975, statements supporting the agree¬ 
ment. Aztec stressed the need for expe¬ 
ditious Commission approval of the 
settlement. 

Finally, on July 31. 1975. the Commis¬ 
sion deferred all procedural dates in this 
docket pending further order. 

Of the seven contracts which are the 
subject of this docket Aztec terminated 
Rate Schedule No. 3 on March 1. 1971. 
No. 12 on June 10. 1973. and the remain¬ 
ing five (4. 5. 28, 29. and 35) on April 18. 
1974. Aztec has been collecting 57.72* per 
Mcf for this gas. Finally, the ten El Paso 
contracts contained In the third agree¬ 
ment of the settlement have not yet ex¬ 
pired although Aztec has renegotiated 
them. 

The real issue In this settlement, as well 
as the sole subject matter of Docket No. 
RI74-144. Is the seven previously termi¬ 
nated contracts, supra note 1 Aztec has 
been collecting 52.16* per Mcf < adjusted 
upwards to 57.72* per Mcf for taxes, 
pressure base and Btu) on this contract 
since July 2. 1974. While it initially 
sought this increase in relation to the 
Rocky Mountain Area rate*, the Inter¬ 
vening issuance of the national rate* has 
led Aztec and El Paso to seek justification 
for this rate increase under the national 
nite. The real issue here is refunds from 
July 2, 1974, to the present If these seven 
contracts are to come within the na¬ 
tional rate as of July 2, 1974. they must 
faff within the ambit of the third cate¬ 
gory of sales found In Opinion 699-H. f 

** sales from expired contracts 
which have been renewed since Janu¬ 
ary 1.1973. 

Aztec first of all would Justify this 
application of the national rate by as- 
trcrtlng that, but for a misunderstand¬ 
ing between Itself and E! Paso, contract 
renew*&l would have already occurred. It 
Uien noted some Commission uncer¬ 
tainty In Opinion 699-H concerning con¬ 
tract renewal, concluding that the par¬ 
ties intention to renew at the national 
nite as is present herein, should be con¬ 
trolling. As for possible refund of the 
revenues collected In excess of the na¬ 
tional rate. Aztec reasons that it cannot 


' j Kcnntth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc 75-24788 Piled 9-l7-75;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. R174-144) 
AZTEC OIL AND CO. 
Order Rejecting Settlement 


oi-rilMBER i#, 

CW,^ nuary 2 - Aztec Oil a 
0mpany <A *tec) filed notice < 


1 FPC Ow Rate Schedule Noe. 3. 4 . 5 , 12, 
28. 29. and 35. Aztec sought a rate Increase 
from 29 23* per Mcf to 67.72* per Mcf. 

■Opinion and Order Affirming end Modify¬ 
ing In part Opinion 099 I National Rate). 
Docket No. R-389-B. issued December 14. 


**' v. v. Sierra Pacific Power Compan 
350 UB. 348 (1956); afcd United Gas Pi i 
Line Company v. Mobile Gas Corporate 
350 U. 8 . 332 (1956). 

•This settlement agreement was prep Art 
after a June 3. 1075. conference at wbic 
not aU lntervenors were present. 


•Opinion No. 858. 49 FPC 924 (1973). 

Opinion No. 890. Docket No. R-389-B 
Issued June 21. 1974. * 

M 8 CFR 2.56a(a) (2) (111): 

8 aies made pursuant to contracts executed 
prior to or subsequent to the expiration of 
the term of the prior contract where the 
aales were formerly made pursuant to per¬ 
manent certificates of unltmlted duration 
under such prior contracts which expired of 
their own terms on or after January I. 1973 
or pursuant to contracts executed on or after 
January 1 . 1973. where the prior contract ex¬ 
pired by its own terms prior to January l. 
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absorb this payment of refunds and that 
the rate collected Is just and reasonable 
by national rate standards. Furthermore, 
Aztec attempts to Justify the 52.16< per 
Mcf on the basis of the favored-nation 
and market value escalation clauses 
found in the rate schedule presently 
governing these seven sales. 

Staff, in opposition to the settlement, 
asserts that these seven terminated con¬ 
tracts are entitled to the national rate 
only after the renewal contracts have 
been filed. Since the national rate would 
not apply during this period, Staff con¬ 
tends that Aztec must make a case for 
special relief and requests that the case 
be remanded to the Administrative Law 
Judge. As to the other two agreements 
relating to the two and ten contracts re¬ 
spectively. Staff argues that they are 
outside the scope of this docket and that 
this settlement would be premature. 

We find that this settlement agree¬ 
ment should be rejected. Clearly appli¬ 
cation of the national rate as of July 2. 
1974, for the seven terminated contracts 
does not comport with Opinion No. 699- 
H and 5 2.56a(a> <2> (ill), supra note 7. 
because there has been no renewal con¬ 
tract. The Commission specifically re¬ 
jected the contention that the national 
rate apply upon contract expiration with 
no need for a contract renewal.* It is 
not sufficient that parties now agree to 
renew their contracts. Such agreement 
will not act to nunc pro tunc renewal to 
July 2. 1974. Category 3 Tintaging re¬ 
quires contract renewal. Assuming that 
the parties do file a contract renewal for 
these seven contracts, this docket should 
be remanded for a hearing on the ques¬ 
tion of whether revenues collected since 
July 2. 1974, until the application of the 
national rate in excess of the prior rate 
arc justified as special relief from the 
Rocky Mountain Area rate. Further, 
upon remand any excess collected above 
the presently effective national rate from 
the time renewal contracts are filed 
should also be considered. 

The other two agreements included in 
this settlment should be rejected with¬ 
out prejudice because they are not 
within the scope of this docket, as well 
as being premature for Commission con¬ 
sideration. 

The Commission further finds: 

The settlement of these proceedings 
on the basis of the settlement agreement 
filed with the Commission on June 16, 
1975. is not reasonable, proper, or in the 
public Interest in carrying out the pro¬ 
visions of the Natural Gas Act and 
should be rejected and remanded to the 
Administrative Law Judge for further 
proceedings consistent with this order. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The settlement agreement re¬ 
ferred to above is rejected, and this pro¬ 
ceeding is remanded for hearing. 

<B) A public hearing win be held on 
November 20. 1975, at 10:00 A.M. in a 
hearing room at the Federal Pow er Com- 


• Opinion No. 699-H. supra note 2, *Up op. 
at 42. 


mission, 825 North Capitol Street, NF.. 
Washington. D.C. 20426. 

(C) On or before September 22, 1975, 
Aztec shall serve its revised prepared 
testimony and exhibits. 

<D) On or before October 21, 1975, the 
Commission Staff shall serve its pre¬ 
pared testimony and exhibits. On or be¬ 
fore November 4. 1975. all lntervenors 
shall serve their prepared testimony and 
exhibits. Any rebuttal evidence by Aztec 
shall be served on or before November 13, 
1975. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75 24789 Piled 0-17-75:8:45 ami 


| Docket No. ER 76-96) 

BOSTON EDISON CO. 

Notice of Filing of Unit Power Agreement 
September 10, 1975. 

Take notice that on September 2,1975, 
the Boston Edison Company (Edison), 
tendered for filing the following Initial 
rate schedule: 

UNIT POWER AGREEMENT For the 
Sale of Unit Capacity and Energy from 
Mystic Unit No. 7, dated April 18. 1974. 
between Boston Edison Company and 
New England Power Company < NEPCO). 

Under the agreement. Edison will 
make available 6.82% of the capacity and 
energy corresponding thereto of Mystic 
Unit No. 7 to NEPCO. Edison proposes 
to make the rate schedule filed here¬ 
with effective as of October 2, 1975. The 
Unit has been in commercial opera¬ 
tion since June 14.1975. 

Edison states that copies of this filing 
have been sent to NEPCO. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, N.E.. Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with H 1*8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8. 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or be¬ 
fore September 22, 1975. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc 75* 24891 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 nm] 


(Docket STo. CT76-122] 

CALIFORNIA CO. 

Application 

September 9. 1975. 

Take notice that on August 18, 1975, 
California Company, a Division of Chev¬ 
ron Oil Company (Applicant). 1111 Tu- 


laue Avenue, New Orleans. Louisiana 
70112, filed in Docket No. CI76-122 an 
application pursuant to Section 7(c> of 
the Natural Oas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity au¬ 
thorizing the sale for resale and delivery 
of natural gas In interstate commerce to 
Tennessee Oas Pipeline Company, a Di¬ 
vision of Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee), from 
Blocks 249 and 250 South Marsh Island 
Area. North Addition, offshore LouUi- 
ana, all as more fully set forth in the ap¬ 
plication on file with the Commission and 
open to public Inspection. 

Applicant proposes to sell to Tennessee 
75 percent of the gas production attribu¬ 
table to its interest in certain horizon* 
and reservoirs in Blocks 249 and 250. 
Estimated monthly sales are 405,000 Mcf 
at 15 025 psia. The contract between Ap¬ 
plicant and Tennessee provides for an 
initial rate of $1 63 per Mcf. but Appli¬ 
cant states that It is willing to accept a 
certificate conditioned to the rate set 
forth in Section 2.56a of the Commis¬ 
sion's Ocneral Policy and Interpretations 
(18 CFR 2.56a>. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem¬ 
ber 29. 1975. file with the Federal Power 
Commission. Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protest* 
filed with the Commission will be con- , 
sidcred by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party In any hearing therein 
must file a petition to intervene In ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the Jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure. a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene Is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a gram 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition , 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will 
duly given. , 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised. It will 
unnecessary for Applicant to app* flr Lf 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plueib 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.75-24790 Fil*d 9-17-76:8:45 am) 
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(Docket No. ER76-M1 

CENTRAL TELEPHONE & UTILITIES 
CORP. 

Proposed Changes In Rates and Charges 
September 10, 1975. 
Take notice that on August 29. 1975. 
Western Power Division, Central Tele¬ 
phone & Utilities Corporation (Western 
Power) tendered for filing proposed 
changes to Its present rate schedules for 
service to its REA Cooperative customers 
as follows: 

Substitute Rate Schedule 75-CWh-2 
for Rate Schedule 73-CWh-2 
for service to its Municipal Wholesale 
customers as follows: 

Substitute Rate Schedule 75-MWH-2 
for Rate Schedule 73-MWH-2 
for service to Central Kansas Electric 
Cooperative, Inc. (an interconnected 
transmission and distribution utility) as 
follows: 

Substitute revised Schedule A for firm 
power service for present Schedule A 
and for service to Interconnected munic¬ 
ipal utilities (the cities of Anthony. At¬ 
tica. Beloit, Hoiking ton. Kingman. Pratt, 
Russell and Washington. Kansas) as fol¬ 
lows: 


in accordance with if 1.8 and UO of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8. MO). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before September 18. 1975. Protests will 
be considered by the Commissi an in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make protes- 
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per¬ 
son wishing to become a party must flic 
a petition to intervene. Copies of this ap¬ 
plication are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kennktii P. Plttmb. 

Secretary. 

| PR Doo.75-24004 Piled 9-17-75:8:45 ua] 


|Rato Schedule Noe. 24, et oL) 

CLINTON OIL CO. ET AL 

Rate Change Filings Pursuant to 
Commission's Opinion No, 699 -H 

September 9. 1975. 

Take notice that the producers listed 
In the Appendix attached hereto have 


filed proposed increased rates to the ap¬ 
plicable new gas national ceiling based 
on the interpretation of vintaging con¬ 
cepts set forth by the Commission in its 
Opinion No. 699-H. issued December 4. 

1974. Pursuant to Opinion No. 699-H the 
rates, if accepted, will become effective as 
of the date of filing. 

Tile information relevant to each of 
these sales is listed In the Appendix. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
filings should on or before September 19, 

1975, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington, D C. 20426. a peti¬ 
tion to Intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission's Rules of Practice and Proce¬ 
dure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). A protest will 
not serve to make the protestant a party 
to the proceeding. Any party wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding must file 
a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission's Rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretory. 


APPENDIX 


Substitute revised Schedule A1 for firm 
power service for present Schedule A 
Western Power proposes October 1, 
1075. as the effective date of these new 
rate schedules and states that copies of 
thh filing were served upon each of its 
wholesale customers affected by this fil¬ 
ing and the Kansas State Corporation 
Commission. 


The proposed rate schedules, according 
to Western Power, will produce in the 
of its REA Cooperative customers a 
15.59% increase in revenue, in the case 
of its Municipal Wholesale customers a 
24.93% increase in revenue, in the case 
of Central Kansas Electric Cooperative. 
Inc. a 4.11% increase in revenue and in 
the case of the interconnected municipal 
utilities a 13.59% Increase in revenue 
over projected unadjusted test period 
revenue, the test period being the 12 
months ending December 31, 1975. 

Western Power represents that the pro¬ 
posed rate schedules for the REA Co¬ 
operative and Municipal Wholesale cus- 
jmers provide for a nominated annual 
and an encr *y charge as com¬ 
pared to the present hours use rate with 
uiree steps. The fuel adjustment clause 
m the present rate schedules for all 
U a L e affected by this fll- 

flr been revised to bring it into con- 
wmlty wiUi Section 35.14 of the Com- 
I s JWtoMons amended by 
yroer No. 517 Issued November 13, 1974. 

projected for the test 
L tK ° f under prcscnt rates on sales 
w CooperaUves Is 5.31%, on 
a Municipal Wholesale custom- 
m 5a,e Central Kansas 
Inc 831 % *nd on 
uilUUes 3 nl€rCOnn€CtCd munlc,p<u 

prot^t^^ 0n d f Jilrlng ** he*rd or to 
tin* . « W applicatl °n should file a peti- 
* . intervene or protest with the Fed- 

to! Rf,° W ? r . Commls&ion ‘ 825 N <*th Capi- 
B rC€t ’ N * E ’. Washington, D.C. 20426, 


Kfltrif dal* 


Producer 


RaU» 

•checlul* Daytf 

No. 


Ar»t» 


Au*. 2U. 1278.. Clint mi Oil Co.. P.O. Box ifltt. W»ch- 

It a. Kan*. 

Atiff. 2?, 1075— Exton f'orp., P.O. Box 7UM. llouitML 
T«x. 77001. 

Aug. 75.1075... Union Oil Co. of CoMfontla. P.O. Hot 
7B00, \4M An**!-?, Cull! tM>X4l 
Adc. 96,1976... Ennou Oil Co.. P.O. Itoi 16756. OkU* 
bom* Clly. Okla. 7511*. 


74 Pstthaadli Prjdadng Co_ Uo*oU>M-A.n»- 

tiiirko- 

4C4 Natural On Ptpetfi* Co. Textis (lull Const. 
Of America 

127 United Gas Pipe Line Co... Other South 
aa Timftcuee On Pipeline Co.. South Louis*m. 


[FR Doc.76-24006 Filed 9-17-75:0:45 am] 


|Docket No CP76 731 

COLORADO INTERSTATE GAS CO. 

Application 

September 11, 1975. 

Take notice that on September 2. 1975, 
Colorado Interstate Gas Company, a di¬ 
vision of Colorado Interstate Corpora¬ 
tion (Applicant). P.O Box 1087. Colo¬ 
rado Springs, Colorado 80944. filed in 
Docket No. CP76-73 an application pur¬ 
suant to Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act and Section 157 7«b> of the Regula¬ 
tions thereunder (18 CFR 157 7(b)) for 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the construction 
during the calendar year 1976 and the 
operation of gas purchase facilities, all 
as more fully set forth in the application 
on file with the Commission and open 
to public Inspection. 

Applicant states that the purpose of 
this budget-type application is to aug¬ 
ment its ability to act with reasonable 
dispatch In contracting for and connect¬ 
ing to its pipeline system supplies of 
natural gas which may become available 
from various producing areas coexistcn- 
sive with its pipeline system or the sys¬ 
tems of other pipeline companies au¬ 
thorized to transport gas for or exchange 
gas with Applicant 

The total cost of the proposed facilities 
Is not to exceed $5,880,000. with no single 
project costing In excess of $1,470,000, 


which cost Applicant will hear from 
funds on hand, funds from operations, 
short-term borrowings, or long-term fi¬ 
nancing. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before October 2. 
1975. file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington. D.C 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord-, 
ancc with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission's Rules of Practice and Procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the Regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act <18 CFR 
157 10). All protests filed with the Com¬ 
mission will be considered by it in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be taken 
hut 4v ill not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a proceed¬ 
ing or to participate as a party In any 
hearing therein must flic a petition to in¬ 
tervene in accordance with the Commis¬ 
sion's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained In and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to Inter¬ 
vene Is filed within the time required 
herein, If the Commission on its own re- 


FEDEIAL REGISTER. VOL 40, NO. 102—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 10, 1975 
















NOTICES 


-13066 


view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate Is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
if the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing Is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

I PR Doc .75-24006 Plied 9-l7-75;8:451 


(Docket No. CP76-051 

COLORADO INTERSTATE GAS CO. 

Application 

September 9. 1075. 

Take notice that on August 27. 1975. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Company, a di¬ 
vision of Colorado Interstate Corporation 
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1087. Colorado 
Springs. Colorado 80944. filed in Docket 
No. CP76-65 an application pursuant to 
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the operation of a 
hlghllne tap to sell gas to the City of 
Trinidad, Colorado, in Las Animas 
County, Colorado, all as more fully set 
forth in the application on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant states that it presently 
serves the City of Trinidad, Colorado, 
under Its Rate Schedules 0-1, PS-1 and 
EX-1 primarily through the Trinidad 
Meter Station, with minor deliveries at 
nine hlghllne taps. Applicant proposes to 
operate one additional hlghllne tap 
pursuant to the request of the City of 
Trinidad to serve two residences on the 
John T. Oxley Ranch. The tap that would 
be operated under the requested author¬ 
ization U located on Applicant's Trinidad 
lateral in Las Animas County. Colorado, 
and is an existing 1-inch line tap. 

The estimated gas usage by the two 
residences is said to be 400 Mcf per year, 
with a peak day usage of 4 Mcf of gas. 
There are no new facilities proposed in 
the instant application. The application 
states that the proposed operation would 
not change Applicant's existing peak day 
or annual sales obligations to Trinidad. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem¬ 
ber 24. 1975, file with the Federal Power 
Commission. Washington. D.C. 20428, a 
petition to intervene or a protest In ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10> and the 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party to 
a proceeding or to participate as a party 


in any hearing therein must file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure. a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to Intervene is timely filed, or 
if the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75-24791 Plied 9-17-75:8:48 am] 


(Docket No. CP75-204] 

COLORADO INTERSTATE GAS CO. 

Petition To Amend 

September 11, 1975. 

Take notice that on September 2, 1975. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Company, a di¬ 
vision of Colorado Interstate Corporation 
(Petitioner). P.O. Box 1087. Colorado 
Springs. Colorado 80944. filed in Docket 
No. CP75-204 a petition to amend the 
order of the Commission of April 7, 1975, 
issued in said docket pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act grant¬ 
ing a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing construction of 
gas-purchase facilities within the con¬ 
templation of Section 157.7(b) of the 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.7(b)) on December 31,1975, 
In lieu of March 31, 1976, and by limit¬ 
ing the total expenditures authorized 
therein to $4,248,000 in lieu of $5,684,000. 
ail as more fully set forth in the petition 
to amend on file with the Commission 
and open to public Inspection. 

Petitioner states that it was granted 
budget-type authorization by the Com¬ 
mission by the order of April 7, 1975. for 
a period of twelve months, and with a 
limit on total expenditures of $5,664,000. 
Petitioner alleges that its Internal records 
and reports are kept on the basis of the 
calendar year and that various reports to 
be filed with the Commission must be 
made on a calendar year basis. Therefore, 
Petitioner requests that the Commission 
amend the construction authorization in 
the Instant docket to terminate at the 
end of a nine-month period and that the 
total authorized expenditures be reduced 
by 25 percent Petitioner further requests 
that the amended authorization be 
granted contingent to the issuance of 
budget-type authorization for the calen¬ 


dar year of 1976 for which Applicant has 
applied in Docket No. CP76-73. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
October 3. 1975, file with the Federal 
Power Commission. Washington. D.C 
20426, a petition to intervene or a protest 
in accordance with the requirements of 
the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by It 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party to 
a proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must flic a peti¬ 
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secrete?;, 

(PR Doc.75-24905 Filed 9-17-75.8:45 am| 


(Docket Nos. RP74 82 and RP74-8IJ 

COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION CORP. 
AND COLUMBIA GULF TRANSMISSION 
CO. 

Certification of Proposed Settlement 
Agreement and Record of Hearing 

September 11, 1975 
Take notice that on August 21. 1975. 
Presiding Administrative Law Judge 
Curtis L. Wagner, Jr. certified to the 
Commission a proposed settlement agree¬ 
ment and accompanying record in the 
above-captioned proceedings. The pro¬ 
posed settlement agreement rates to be¬ 
come effective November 1. 1974. are 
based upon a cost of service of $842,790,- 
000 annually utilizing an overall rate of 
return of 9.37% which would yield a 
12.25% return on common equity based 
upon the settlement capitalization The 
settlement also reflects the agreed upon 
annual depreciation accrual rates as fol¬ 
lows: 

Columbia Gas: Fermi 

Gathering plant--- 8 

Transmission plant_— 4 *; 

Storage plant___.... - 4.65 

Columbia Qulf: Offshore plant. 800 

Tlie parties further agreed to permit Co¬ 
lumbia Gulf to use a 5.5% accrual rate 
for its Onshore Plant pending a hearing 
on the matter to be set following Com¬ 
mission action on the proposed settle¬ 
ment. 

Other issues which are reserved for 
hearing include the reasonableness *9° 
appropriateness of certain advance pa>- 
menu to Clark Oil Producing Company; 
conjunctive billing, and cost classification 
and rate design. Pending the hearing o 
cost classification and rate design* 
Columbia agrees to file revised rates **•> 
reflect 25% of Seaboard fixed costs to 
Demand and 75% Seaboard fixed cost-i» 
Commodity effective as of either 
following dates, whichever occurs first: 
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<a) The date of the first billing month 
commencing no less than 20 days after 
the Commission's approval of the Stipu¬ 
lation and Agreement, after rehearing. 

if any; or 

<b> December 15. 1975. this being the 
effective date of Columbia's new rate in¬ 
crease filing in Docket No. RP75-106. 

In addition. Article IV of the proposed 
settlement indicates that the proposed 
settlement rates reflect the test year cost 
of service of Columbia’s production op¬ 
erations in the Appalachian area from 
leases acquired on or after October 8. 
1969, In the amount of $8,460,311. The 
resolution of this issue is mode subject to 
tli© trial of this issue in Docket No. RP75- 
106, Columbia’s most recent rate case 
wherein the Issue has been set for an ex¬ 
pedited hearing. However. Article IV of 
the settlement also notes that Staff op¬ 
poses the raising of this Issue in Docket 
No. RP74-82 and that should the Com¬ 
mission agree with Staff on this point. 
Columbia agrees to make appropriate 
rate reductions. Article IV further notes 
that denial of Columbia's claim on this 
Issue would not affect the remainder of 
the settlement since all parties agree that 
this Issue is severable from the remainder 
of the proposed settlement. 

The settlement also provides for rate 
adjustments within the time the settle¬ 
ment Is in effect to reflect certain changes 
in transportation rates to Columbia, ad¬ 
vance payments cost* and changes In 
taxes. 

With regard to the reserved issues to 
be set for hearing following Commission 
action on the proposed settlement, the 
parties have proposed the following pro¬ 
cedure; 


(1) Columbia Gas Transmission Cor¬ 
poration and Columbia Gulf Transmis¬ 
sion Company will file their direct 
evidence on the advance payments to 
Clark Oil Producing Company issue and 
the conjunctive billing issue on or before 
30 days after the Commission's Order ap¬ 
proving the Stipulation and Agreement. 

<2> The Commission Staff will file its 
evidence on the conjunctive billing and 
advances to Clark Oil Producing Com¬ 
pany plus any testimony in addition to 
that already filed on cost classification 
and rate design within 45 days of the date 
that Columbia Gas Transmission Cor¬ 
poration and Columbia Gulf Transmis- 
sion Comply file their testimony. 

. 1 "" That all Intervenor evidence will 
Pc filed within 45 days subsequent to the 
filing of Staff's testimony. 

<4> Columbia Gas Transmission Cor¬ 
poration and Columbia Oulf Transmis- 
»u I ii Co ?, p ^ ny wlu flle their rebuttal case 

aftcr Uie of lnter - 

venor testimony. 

J 5 i hcarln * "iff commence two 
after ^ min « of the rebuttal 

Minimi 5°n u ? ent * on the proposed 
SSSL*1 ** fil «l on or before 

ihali h» fliJi 975, Any repljr comments 
shall be filed on or before October 24. 

p", 5 ' A , u comments shall be filed with the 
P ° Wer Comml “lon. 825 North 
. Ueel - N E - Washington. D C. 
4n(1 , accordance with Sections 1.8 
*.10 of the Commission's Rules of 


Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8. 
1.10). Copies of the proposed settlement 
are on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the Commis¬ 
sion's Office of Public Information. 

Kenneth P. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[PR Doc.76 24907 PUcd 9-17-75;8:45 *xn] 


(Docket No. PR75-S5. ctc.J 

CONSOLIDATED EDISON CO. OF NEW 
YORK. INC., ET AL 

Order Redesignating Proceeding 

September 9, 1975. 

In the matter of Consolidated Edison 
Company of New York. Inc., Complain¬ 
ant, v. Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, 
a Division of Tenneco Inc.. Respondent, 
Docket No. RP75-35; Orange and Rock¬ 
land Utilities, Inc., Complainant, v. Ten¬ 
nessee Gas Pipeline Company, a Division 
of Tenneco Inc.. Respondent, Docket No. 
RP7S-36; Pennsylvania Gas and Water 
Company, et al. Complainant, v. Tennes¬ 
see Gas Pipeline Company, a Division of 
Tenneco Inc., Respondent, Docket No. 
RP75-50. 

By order of July 7, 1975, herein, the 
Commission, inter alia . granted the Joint 
motion of Consolidated Edison Company 
of New York, Inc. (Con Ed) and Orange 
and Rockland Utilities, Inc. (O*R), 
Docket Nos. RP75-35 and RP75-36. re¬ 
spectively. to sever their complaints from 
this consolidated proceeding. In severing 
the aforementioned complaints however, 
we neglected to redesignate the balance 
of the proceeding H.e. the complaint of 
Pennsylvania Gas and Water Company 
(PG&W), and the filings of Alabama- 
Tennessee Gas Company and General 
Motors Corporation). Accordingly, the 
balance of the proceeding shall be redes¬ 
ignated as Indicated below. 

The Commission finds: The Instant 
proceeding should be redesignated: 
Pennsylvania Gas and Water Company. 
et al. Complainant v. Tennessee Gas 
Pipeline Company a Division of Tenneco 
Inc., Respondent, Docket No. RP75-50. 

The Commission orders: <A> The In¬ 
stant proceeding is hereby redesignated 
as indicated above. 

(B> Furthermore, parties who have 
filed petitions intervene or notices of in¬ 
tervention In one or more of the instant 
docketed proceedings shall remain par¬ 
ties to the proceedings in Docket Nos. 
RP75-35, et al.. and Docket No. RP75-50. 
and need not file additional petitions to 
Intervene. 

By the Commission. 

1 seal 1 Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretory. 

|FR Doc.75-24793 Piled 9I7-75;8:4S am] 


[Docket No. RF72-157. POA76-l| 

CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP. 
Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff 
September 9. 1975. 

Take notice that Consolidated Gas 
Supply Corporation (Consolidated), on 


September 2, 1975. tendered for filing 
proposed changes in its FPC Oas Tariff. 
Second Revised Volume No. 1, pursuant 
to its PGA clause for rates to be effec¬ 
tive October 1. 1975. Consolidated states 
that the proposed rate Increase would 
generate $19.2 million annually In addi¬ 
tional Jurisdictional revenues. 

Consolidated states that the POA filing 
was triggered by rate increases filed by 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corporation 
and Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Conwation. all to be effective October 1 
1975. 

Consolidated is requesting a waiver of 
the 45-day notice requirement contained 
in its PGA clause and further asks for 
a waiver of any other of the Commission’s 
Rules and Regulations in order to permit 
the proposed rates to go into effect on 
October 1. 1975. 

Copies of this filing were served upon 
Consolidated’s Jurisdictional customers, 
as well as interested State Commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street. N.E., Washington. D.C. 20426, In 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, MO). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before September 22. 1975. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission In 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make protest- 
ants parties to the^procceding. Any per¬ 
son wishing to become a party must file 
a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary, 

[FR Doc. 75-24792 Filed 9-!7-76;8:45 am| 


(Docket No. RI74-197J 

DORCHESTER GAS PRODUCING CO. 
Order Terminating Suspension Proceeding 
September 9. 1975. 

On March 4.1974, Dorchester Gas Pro¬ 
ducing Company (Dorchester) filed in 
Docket No RI74-197 a notice of change 
in rate and a related new contract, des¬ 
ignated as Supplement Nos. 5 and 6 to its 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 7, for sales 
of natural gas in the Hugoton-Anadarko 
Area to Northern Natural Gas Company 
(Northern) from the West Panhandle 
Field. Gray County, Texas. Pursuant to 
Section 157.40 of the Commission's Reg¬ 
ulations under the Natural Oas Act (18 
CFR i 157.40) Dorchester's filing pro¬ 
vides for a rate increase from 14 54 cents 
per Mcf to 45.0 cents per Mcf, reflecting 
the Increase In price which Dorchester 
has agreed to pay several small producer 
suppliers under a new contract dated De¬ 
cember 20, 1973. There is no price differ¬ 
ential between the purchase price paid by 
Dorchester to Its small producer suppliers 
and Dorchester's proposed resale rate to 
Northern. But because there was a ques¬ 
tion as to the reasonableness of the pro¬ 
posed 45 cents per Mcf rate the Commis¬ 
sion suspended the rate increase for one 
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day and allowed it to become effective as 
of April 5.1974. 

Now, however, in accordance with the 
vintoglng concepts established in Opin¬ 
ion Nos. 639 * * and 699-H,* the small pro¬ 
ducer sales involved here would qualify 
for the national rate, which exceeds the 
suspended 45.0 cent rate. In view of this, 
the Commission will terminate this pro¬ 
ceeding as moot. 

The Commission orders: The suspen¬ 
sion proceeding in Docket No. RI74-197 is 
hereby terminated. 

By the Commission. 

1 seal 1 Kenneth P. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(Kit Doc.75-24704 Filed 9-17-75;8:45 aml 

(Docket Noe. E-7720. E-7904. E8082) 

DUKE POWER CO. 

Order Amending Order Approving 
Settlement 

September 10,1975. 

Duke Power Company on August 25, 
1975, has filed letter agreements with 
counsel for the Duke Municipal Whole¬ 
sale Customers and counsel for the Duke 
Cooperative Wholesale Customers that 
the first full paragraph on page 3 of the 
Commission’s Order Approving Settle¬ 
ment. Issued July 30, 1975, misstates the 
settlement agreement in that neither 
Duke nor its wholesale customers agreed 
to an arrangement tying wholesale rates 
to Industrial rates set by the North Car¬ 
olina Commission after July 1, 1975. We 
agree that the language is not wholly ac¬ 
curate and the paragraph should be 
amended. 

The Commission orders: The first full 
paragraph on Page 3 of the Commission's 
order approving settlement is amended to 
read as follows: 

In Docket No. E-7994, Staff presented 
a statement of position which would sup¬ 
port revenues higher than those for 
which Duke has filed. The refunds pro¬ 
vided in the settlement arc thus more 
favorable to the wholesale customers 
than the probable Commission decision 
would have been. The settlement pro¬ 
vides that Duke will file with the Com¬ 
mission on or about April 1, 1975, in¬ 
creased rates applicable to Its wholesale 
customers effective July 1, 1975. subject 
to refund, investigation and hearing and 
will request the Commission to suspend 
such rates for one day. The Increased 
rates applicable to the municipal custom¬ 
ers were to be designed to produce the 
same revenues that would be produced 
by applying the Company’s retail indus¬ 
trial rates filed with the North Carolina 
Public Utilities Commission (PUC) on 
November 29, 1974, to the billing deter¬ 
minants of the municipal customers. 


» Docket No. R-371, 48 FPO 1299. Vowed De¬ 
cember 12. 1972. 

• Docket No. R-889-B, toeued December 4. 
1974. 


This, in our opinion, constitutes a re¬ 
straint upon Duke, which, in the absence 
of the settlement agreement, might file 
for higher rates. The municipal custom¬ 
ers will be bound by the PUC rates, but 
the staff and the Commission will not. 
We find that the public interest will be 
amply protected by Commission review 
of the PUC rates. 

By the Commission. 

(seal! Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|PR Doc.75 24802 Filed 9-17-76:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. RP72-134. POA76-4) 

EASTERN SHORE NATURAL GAS CO. 

Purchased Gas Cost Adjustment to Rates 
and Charges 

September 9, 1975, 

Take notice that Eastern Shore Nat¬ 
ural Gas Company (Eastern Shore) on 
August 28, 1975, tendered for filing Fifth 
Substitute Twelfth Revised Sheet No. 3A 
and Fifth Substitute Twelfth Revised 
PGA-1 to its FPC Gas Tariff. Original 
Volume No. 1 to become effective Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1975. The proposed changes would 
increase revenues from Jurisdictional 
sales and service by approximately 
$10,007 annually based on sales for the 
twelve-month period ending July 31, 
1975. 

Pursuant to the Purchased Gas Ad¬ 
justment Clause contained in its tariff. 
Eastern Shore proposes to increase the 
commodity or delivery charges in its rate 
schedules CD. 0-1. E-l. PS-1. CD-E, and 
I by .004 cents per Mcf, equivalent to 
the increases in the similar rates of its 
sole supplier. Transcontinental Gas Pipe 
Line Corporation, as contained in the 
latter's filing in Docket Nos, RP74-48 
and RP75-3 dated August 15. 1975. 

Copies of the filing have been mailed 
to each of the Company’s jurisdictional 
customers and to interested State Com¬ 
missions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, N.E., Washington. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before September 22, 1975. Pro¬ 
tests will be considered by the Commis¬ 
sion in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken, but will not serve to 
make protestants parties to the proceed¬ 
ing. Any person wishing to become a 
party must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and arc available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75-24795 Filed 9-17-75;8:45 am) 


(Docket No. RP73 134. POA75-7(b)) 

EASTERN SHORE NATURAL GAS CO. 

Purchased Gas Cost Adjustment to Rates 
and Charges 

September 9. 1975 

Take notice that Eastern Shore Nat* 
urai Gas Company (Eastern 8hore> on 
August 28. 1975, tendered for filing 
Fourth Substitute Eleventh Revised 
Sheet No. 3A and Fourth Substitute 
Eleventh Revised PGA-1 to its FPC Gas 
Tariff, Original Volume No. 1. to become 
effective February 1. 1975. 

Pursuant to the Purchased Ga* Ad¬ 
justment Clause contained In its tartiT. 
Eastern Shore proposes to decrease and 
increase various charges in its Rate 
Schedules CD. 0-1. E-l, PS-1. CD-E 
LG A. and I to reflect the equivalent pur¬ 
chased gas costs by its sole supplier. 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corpo¬ 
ration, in a Settlement Agreement filed 
with the Commission on May 2. 1975, in 
Docket No. RP75-3. adjusting for the ef¬ 
fect of the following tracking filings 
which were not reflected in the cosU< or 
revenues utilized to determine the settle¬ 
ment rates in Appendix C of TVanscrn- 
tinental’s Settlement Agreement: (1) 
tracking filing in Docket No. EP73-3 un¬ 
der Transco’s PGA clause which became 
effective on October 1. 1974; (2) track¬ 
ing filing in Docket No. RP75-3 for a 
portion of a rate Increase in storage serv¬ 
ice from Con Gas which became effective 
on December 1. 1974; (3) tracking filing 
in Docket No. RP72-99 for curtailment 
credits and debits which became effec¬ 
tive on January 1, 1975. 

Eastern Shore requests waiver of the 
notice requirements of i 1J4.22 of the 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
and Section 20.2 of the General Terms 
and Conditions of its Tariff, to the ex¬ 
tent necessary, to permit the proposed 
tariff sheets to become effective as of 
February 1, 1975, coincident with the 
proposed effective date of Transconti¬ 
nental's rate changes. 

Copies of the filing have been mailed 
to each, of the Company’s Jurisdictional 
customers and to interested State Com¬ 
missions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North ( 1 1’ 1 u 
Street, N.E.. Washington. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with $$ 1.8 and 1.10 of Hie 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before September 22. 1975. Protest wffi 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding - v - 
person wishing to become a party ®uss 
file a petition to Intervene. Copies 
this filing are on file with the Cotutt-- 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 40, NO. Ill—THURSOAV, SEPTEMBER II, 197S 







NOTICES 


13069 


sJon and are available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth P. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR Doc.7a-2-4790 Plied 9-17-75:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. RP72-134 POA73 8 <b)| 

EASTERN SHORE NATURAL GAS CO. 

Purchased Gas Cost Adjustment to Rates 
and Charges 

September 9. 1975. 

Take notice that Eaatern Shore Nat¬ 
ural Gas Company (Eastern Shore) on 
August 28, 1975, tendered for filing Sub¬ 
stitute Twelfth Revised Sheet No. 3A and 
Substitute Twelfth Revised PGA -1 to its 
FPC Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 1 ( 
to become effective April 1, 1975. 

Pursuant to the Purchased Gas Ad¬ 
justment Clause contained in its tariff. 
Eastern Shore proposes to increase the 
commodity or delivery charges in its rate 
Schedules CD, G-l, E-l, PS- 1 . CD-E and 
I by 9.6 cents per Mcf to reflect the equiv¬ 
alent purchased gas cost Increases by its 
sole supplier, Transcontinental Gas Pipe 
Une Corporation, in a Settlement Agree¬ 
ment filed with the Commission on May 
2. 1975, in Docket No. RP75 3 . adjusting 
for the effect of the tracking filing in 
Docket No. RP73-3 under Transco's PGA 
clause which became effective on April i. 
1975. Eastern Shore requests waiver of 
the notice requirements of Section 154.22 
of the Regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act and Section 20.2 of the General 
Terms and Conditions of its Tariff, to the 
extent necessary, to permit the proposed 
tariff sheets to become effective as of 
April 1, 1975, coincident with the pro¬ 
posed effective date of Transcontinental's 
rate changes. 

Copies of the filing have been mailed 
to each of the Company's Jurisdictional 
customers and to interested State Com¬ 
missions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
w Intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825. North Capitol 
street, N.E., Washington. D.C.. 20426 in 
accordance with 55 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
commission's Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
wore September 22 . 1975. Protests will 

considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
but will not serve to make pro- 
plants parUe * to the proceeding. Any 
Person wishing to become a party must 

e a Petition to intervene. Copies of this 
» ng are on file with the Commission 
and av »UAble for public inspection. 

Kenneth P. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

***75-84797 FUed 9 17-76:8:45 iun| 


[Docket Nos K8759, K-8770. R^BOOS. and 
K-9119] 

FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Settlement Conference on Rates and 
Charges 

September 9, 1975. 

Take notice that on September 12 . 
1975, a conference of Applicant Florida 
Power k Light Company and the Com¬ 
mission Staff will be held in the Com¬ 
mission's Conference Room No. 5412, at 
825 North Capitol Street, N.E., Washing¬ 
ton. D.C., at 10:00 AM. 

Customers and other Interested per¬ 
sons will be permitted to attend, but if 
such persons have not previously been 
permitted to intervene by order of the 
Commission, attendance at the confer¬ 
ence will not be deemed to authorize in¬ 
tervention as a party in the proceedings. 

Ail parties will be expected to come 
fully prepared to discuss the merits of all 
Issues concerning the lawfulness of the 
proposed rate increase and any proce¬ 
dural matters preparatory to a full evi¬ 
dentiary hearing or to make commit¬ 
ments with respect to such issues and any 
offers of settlement or stipulations dis¬ 
cussed at the conference. 

Letters concerning this conference arc 
being mailed this date to all parties to 
the proceeding, all of the Jurisdictional 
customers, and all affected state commis¬ 
sions. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|PR Doc.75-24798 Filed 9-17-76:8:45 am| 


tlon to Intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power CommLsslon. 825 North 
Capitol 8 treet. N.E.. Washington. D.C. 
20426. in accordance with 54 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8. 1.10). All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before September 26. 1975. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make protes- 
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per¬ 
son wishing to become a party must file 
a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR D3C.75- 24603 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 wnj 


|Docket No. E 8!70| 

GEORGIA POWER CO. 

Tender of Revised Rates and Charges 
Pursuant to Commission Order 

September 10. 1975. 

Take notice that Georgia Power Com¬ 
pany (Georgia Power) on August 22 . 
1975, tendered for filing Third Revised 
Sheet No. 23. Second Revised Sheet No. 
30. Second Revised Sheet No. 31, Second 
Revised Sheet No. 32 and Second Revised 
Sheet No. 33 to its FPC Electric Tariff, 
Original Volume No. 1 . pursuant to Com¬ 
mLsslon order of June 17. 1975 in Docket 
No. E-8170. Georgia Power avers that the 
rates and charges and terms and condi¬ 
tions contained in the tendered tariff 
sheets are those set forth in its Settle¬ 
ment Agreement which were approved 
by the Commission in its order of June 17, 
1975. The revised rates and charges and 
terms and conditions would be made ef¬ 
fective as of December 13, 1973. 

Georgia Power states that it served 
copies of the filing on its Jurisdictional 
customers and on all parties appearing on 
the official service list complied in the 
captioned docket. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a peU- 


(Docket No. C175-516, etc.) 

GETTY OIL CO. ET AL 

Order Granting Temporary Certificates of 
Public Convenience and Necessity, Con- 
soliciting Proceedings for Hearing and 
Decision, Granting Interventions, and 
Order To Show Cause 

SEPTEMBER 9. 1975. 

In the matter of Getty Oil Company, 
Docket No. CI75-516; Texaco Inc., Docket 
No. CI75-6I4; Atlantic Richfield Co., 
Docket No. CI75-6S1; Continental Oil 
Co., Docket No. CI75-761; Oetty Oil Co.. 
Docket No. CI75-769: Atlantic Richfield 
Co.. Docket No. CI76-2: Cities Service Oil 
Co., Docket No. CI76-18; Continental OU 
Co.. Docket No. CI76-41; Cities Service 
OU Co.. Docket No. CI70-58; Transcon¬ 
tinental Gas pipe Une Corp., Docket No. 
CP75-326. 

Texaco Inc. (Texaco) In Docket No. 
CI75-6M filed an application on April 14 
1975. for temporary certificate to Initiate 
soles of gas from two specified sands 
underlying the Block 205 Field. Eugene 
Island Aren, Offshore Louisiana (Fed¬ 
eral Domnin), to Consolidated Gas Sup¬ 
ply Corporation (Con Oas) at the na¬ 
tional rate established In Opinion No 
699-H <51.04 per Mcf at 14.73 psla sub¬ 
ject to upward and downward Btu ad¬ 
justment from a base of 1.000 and a gath¬ 
ering allowance of 0.54 per Mcf) In lieu 
of the base contract rate of 55.04 (15.025 
psla). 

Texaco's contract, dated March 18. 
1975. provides for a term of 20 years and 
commits only Texaco’s Interest In the II 
Sand identified at the interval of 13.910 
feet to 13.960 feet In Well No. C -4 but 
only Insofar as such sand Is located In 
Block 196 and the JJ Sand Identified Bt 
the Interval of 12.400 feet to 12.474 feet 
in WcU No. D-l but only Insofar as the 
gas from such sand is located in Block 
206. The leaso date of Blocks 196 and 
206. which are In the Block 205 Field Is 
May 1. 1900. 


FEDERAL REGISTER. VOL 40, NO IBI—THURSDAY. SEPTEMBER IR, 197S 









40070 


NOTICES 


Texaco has received a permanent cer¬ 
tificate in Docket No. CI69-259 author¬ 
izing sales to Sea Robin Pipeline Com¬ 
pany pursuant to an August 29, 1958, 
contract (Texaco's R.8. No. 435) which 
dedicates gas produced from reservoirs 
or producing formations above the base 
of the H.H. Sand. 

On May 1, 1975, In Docket No. CP75- 
326. Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Cor¬ 
poration (Transco) requested temporary 
and permanent certificates authorizing 
the operation of two additional points of 
delivery from Con Gas to Transco to 
permit Con Gas to receive the gas which 
it has contracted to purchase from Tex¬ 
aco. Transco Is authorized in Docket No. 
CP72-244 to transport gas for Con Gas 
and will transport the gas through exist¬ 
ing facilities. By order issued August 23, 
1972, in Docket No. CP72-244. as amend¬ 
ed by order issued February 23. 1973. 
Transco Is authorized to transport 71.548 
Mcf per day on a firm basis and up to 
30.663 Mcf per day (all volumes at 14.7 
psia) on an interruptible basis for Con 
Gas pursuant to a transportation agree¬ 
ment between the two companies dated 
September 12. 1972, as amended (on file 
as Transco’s Rate Schedule X-56). By 
agreement dated February 21, 1975. 

Transco and Con Gas have further 
amended the September 12. 1972. trans¬ 
portation agreement to provide for ad¬ 
ditional points in Blocks 196 and 206. 
Eugene Island Area, at which Con Gas 
can deliver gas to Transco. Pursuant to 
the transportation agreement, Transco 
delivers the transported gas to Con Gas 
at a point near Leidy. Pennsylvania. The 
February 21. 1975, agreement does not 
Involve a change in the contract demand 
volumes. 

Getty Oil Company (Getty) and Atlan¬ 
tic Richfield Company (Atlantic) request 
permanent certificates in Docket Nos. 
CT75-516 and C175-651. respectively, and 
Continental Oil Company (Continental* 
and Cities Service Oil Company (Cities* 
request temporary certificates in Docket 
Nos. CI76-41 and CI76-58. respectively, 
to initiate sales of gas to Tennessee Gas 
Pipeline Company (Tennessee) from 
Block 177. West Cameron Area. Off¬ 
shore Louisiana (Federal Domain*, at 
the national rate established In Opinion 
No. 699-H <51.0* per Mcf at 14.73 psia 
subject to upward and downward Btu 
adjustment from a base of 1.000 and a 
gathering allowance of 0.5* per Mcf), 
which is the rate provided for in each 
related contract. These applications were 
filed on February 24. May 5 July 23 and 
July 28.1975, respectively. 

Each related contract limits the dedi¬ 
cation to horizons found between the sur¬ 
face and the base of the OC Sand. In ad¬ 
dition. the contracts submitted by Con¬ 
tinental and Cities commit 75 percent of 
their interests In the dedicated depths 
and reserve the remaining 25 percent for 
each seller’s own use. Tennessee agrees to 
transport such retained reserves, sub¬ 
ject to issuance of any necessary certifi¬ 
cate, and upon buyer's receipt of a writ¬ 
ten notice that sellers have elected to 
have their retained reserves transported. 


the parties will enter into a transporta¬ 
tion agreement. Until deliveries of sellers' 
retained reserves commence under such 
transportation agreement Tennessee has 
the right to purchase 100 percent of sell¬ 
ers’ gas available for delivery. If deliver¬ 
ies under the transportation agreement 
have not commenced within 3 years from 
the date of the contract, sellers’ retained 
reserves will be committed to the con¬ 
tract. 

Each related contract submitted as the 
proposed related rate schedule provides 
for a term of 20 years and limits the ded¬ 
ication to horizons found between the 
surface and the base of the OC Sand (be¬ 
tween depths of 10,559 and 10.586 feet). 
By letter filed June 30, 1975, Getty sup¬ 
plemented its application and advised 
that no producing formation was en¬ 
countered below r the base of the OC Sand, 
that there are no other known natural 
gas reserves commercially producible 
from the surface to the limit of each well 
bore in Block 177, that the No. 3 well is 
the only well with commercially produc¬ 
ible reserves and that two other wells 
have been plugged and abandoned. Getty 
also submitted a copy of the development 
plan filed with U.8.Q S. for Block 177 
and such plan indicates that Well No. 3 
would be drilled to a total depth of 10.800 
feet. Bv letter filed August 4.1975. Atlan¬ 
tic advised that Well No. 1 was plugged 
and abandoned on December 29, 1968, 
Well No. 2 was plugged and abandoned on 
September 30. 1971, and Well No. 3 was 
drilled in Oct.-Nov. 1974. Atlantic states 
that It anticipates no further develop¬ 
ment on Block 177 and that the drilling 
program Indicates that the OC 8and is 
the only productive sand tinder Block 
177. In a letter filed July 23, 1975. sub¬ 
mitting its contract as a proposed rate 
schedule. Continental stated that there 
arc no developed or presently known gas 
reserves below the committed depth. Pur¬ 
suant to agreements dated July 21, 1971, 
each producer agreed to commence drill¬ 
ing one exploratory well on Block 177 
and one well on East Cameron Block 77 
on or before November 30. 1971. and to 
dedicate up to 75 percent of the reserves 
found as a result of such drilling and 
Tennessee agreed to transport up to 25 
percent of the reserves for each producer 
and to make advance payments. Pursu¬ 
ant to separate advance payment agree¬ 
ments, Tennessee made an initial 
advance payment of $438,500 to each 
producer and is required to make an ad¬ 
ditional payment prior to the date de¬ 
liveries commence. 

Applicants will deliver the gas to Ten¬ 
nessee on a production platform in Block 
177. It appears that Tennessee can in¬ 
stall the facilities needed to attach the 
subject reserves under its budget au¬ 
thorization. On June 6. 1975. Tennessee 
filed a petition to Intervene in support of 
Atlantic’s application in Docket No. 
CI75-651. 

Continental Oil Company. Getty Oil 
Company and Cities Service Oil Company 
request temporary certificates in Docket 
Nos. CI75-761, CI75-769, and CI76-18. 
respectively, to continue emergency sales 


of gas well gas to Trunkline Gas Com¬ 
pany (Trunkline) from the Block 281 
Field. South Marsh Island Area, Offshorr 
Louisiana (Federal Domain). which were 
commenced on May 3. 1975, and have 
been continued since July 2,1975, the ex¬ 
piration date of the 60-day exempt pe¬ 
riod. 

Atlantic Richfield Company requests a 
temporary certificate in Docket No. 076- 
2 to initiate sales to Trunkline from ttu* 
same field. Each applicant proposes to 
make such sales at the national rate es¬ 
tablished In Opinion No. 699-H for on¬ 
shore gas which a producer delivers on¬ 
shore at his sole expense (51.0* per Mcf 
at 14.73 psla subject to upward and down¬ 
ward Btu adjustment from a base of 1,000 
and allowances of 0.5* per Mcf for gath¬ 
ering and 1.0< per Mcf for offshore to on¬ 
shore delivery). In Its application, At¬ 
lantic states it did not enter Into the 
emergency contract and Its underprod i - 
tion will be made up when deliveries are 
commenced under the requested tempo¬ 
rary certificate. These applications were 
fled on June 25, June 30, July 3 an* 
July 14.1975. respectively. 

Subsequent to the commenccnu;a of 
emergency sates on May 3,1975, by Con¬ 
tinental. Cities and Getty, Trunkline 
made an advance payment of $500,000 to 
each producer pursuant to four separate 
but identical Gas Supply Incentive 
Agreements dated May 30.1975, covering 
South Marsh Island Block 261. Since 
Opinion No. 699-B states that gas which 
Is subject to an advance payments agree¬ 
ment is not eligible for emergency ales 
absent an advance demonstration of ex¬ 
traordinary circumstances, the Com mis¬ 
sion finds that Trunkline should Have 
ceased its emergency purchases on May 
30. 1975. As the Commission has deter¬ 
mined that Trunkline should not have 
continued the emergency purcha^ be¬ 
yond May 30. 1975. without Commission 
authorization. Trunkline will be required 
to exclude from its purchased gas ad¬ 
justment filing the cost of gas purchased 
without authorization from and after 
May 30. 1975, to the date on which de¬ 
liveries commence under the temporary 
certificates issued In Docket Nos. CI75- 
761. CI75-769 and CI76-18. 

The related contracts In Docket No* 
CI75-761, CI75-769 and CI76-18 dedicate 
gas well gas in those horizons from the 
surface to the base of the JT Sand (be¬ 
tween depths of 7,180 and 7.297 
and gas produced from the Block -8 
**A" platform. The related contract in 
Docket No. CI76-2 commits gas well P* 
in 10 specified horizons. Each apphej" 1 
owns a 25 percent Interest in Block 
The term of each contract is 20 year* 
Applicants are selling oil well gw *r 
Block 261 to Trunkline under contract 
which dedicate only oil well gas found » 
horizons from the surface to the base 
the JK Sand pursuant topcrmai»ntc*r- 
tificates issued in Docket Nos. C17 
(Continental). CI75-143 COettyL CigJ 
144 (Atlantic). and Docket No. CI7*-« 
(Cities) . . 

Getty by letter filed July 30.19*3. * 
vised that no gas well gas reserves «* 
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known to exist below the base of the JT 
Sand and that there are no other known 
kas well gas reserves commercially pro¬ 
ducible from the surface to the limit of 
each well bore In Block 261. 

CAGC Group applicants propose to 
transport the gas from Block 261 through 
their facilities at their sole expense and 
deliver the gas to Trunkline at an on¬ 
shore point in Vermilion Parish. South 
Louisiana. Each related contract pro- 
v ides that if the gas well gas reserves and 
c.^inghead gas reserves in Block 261 are 
6iily,equently determined to equal or ex¬ 
ceed 10.000.000 Mcf. seller has the option 
to establish the delivery point at the in¬ 
let of n measuring station to be installed 
by Trunkline on seller’s platform. These 
applicants shall show cause, as part of 
their evidence herein, why their trans¬ 
portation facilities between Block 261 
South Marsh Island and the Trunkline 
connection are not subject to the require¬ 
ments of Section 7(c) of the Act for 
which a pipeline certificate is required. 

The producer gas sales contracts here¬ 
in would limit dedications of reserves to 
the base of defined producing formations, 
or limit the dedication to 75 percent of 
the reserves In the dedicated depths. In 
view of the national shortage of natural 
fas and the declining gas reserves of in¬ 
terstate pipelines, the Commission by or¬ 
der Issued June 3. 1975, in Getty Oil 
Company, et al. Docket Nos. CI75-319. 
cl al, directed that a formal hearing be 
held to resolve similar issues of depth 
limitations and limitations on the term 
of the sale. 

The order of June 3,1975. in Docket No. 
CI75—319. et at. (p. 1> states: 

This proceeding involves Issues of 
Umirations In gas sales contracts, be¬ 
tween independent producers and an 
Interstate pipeline, for natural gas to be 
produced and sold from leases in the 
Federal Domain in the Gulf of Mexico, 
proposed to be certificated by the Federal 
Power Commission and accepted for 
filing. 

The producer gas sales contracts would 
limit dedications to the base of defined 
producing formations for a limited term. 
In view of the national shortage of nat¬ 
ural gas and the declining gas reserves 
of interstate pipelines, the Commission 
directs a formal hearing on these Issues. 
Applicant* shall, inter alia , in their evi¬ 
dence address the question of whether 
the dedication of gas reserves to be con¬ 
nected from Federal Domain leases 
Ahoufd not include all of the commer- 
rtiUly producible gas reserves from the 
sun ace to the limit of the well bore.** 

Accordingly, we shall herein consoli¬ 
date the producer dockets with the pro¬ 
ceedings in Docket No. CI75-319. et al.. 
w> resolve the same Issues of limitation* 
find reservation of reserves. 

Tftc Commission finds: 

*1) Each Applicant here is a “nAlural- 
5* company- within the meaning of the 
Natural Gas Act as heretofore found by 
uie Commission. 

<2> Thc s&les and transportation of 
natural gas hereinbefore described, as 
more fully described in the applications 
be made in interstate commerce sub¬ 


ject to the jurisdiction of the Commis¬ 
sion; and such sales by Applicants, 
together with the construction and oper¬ 
ation of any facilities subject to the Ju¬ 
risdiction of the Commission necessary 
therefor, are subject to the requirements 
of Subsections (c) and <e) of Section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act. 

<3> Applicants herein are able and 
willing properly to do the acts and to 
perform the service proposed and to con¬ 
form to the provisions of the Natural Gas 
Act and the requirements, rules and reg¬ 
ulations of the Commission thereunder. 

(4) Participation by petitioners to in¬ 
tervene may be in the public interest In 
the proceedings in which they have filed 
petitions. 

The Commission orders : 

<A> Based upon the allegations pre¬ 
sented in the requests for temporary cer¬ 
tificates and upon the need for additional 
natural gas supplies, the Commission 
finds that an emergency exists and tem¬ 
porary certificates are hereby issued to 
Applicants In all docket listed in para¬ 
graph (c) below pursuant to Section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act authorizing the 
sales by Applicants in those dockets of 
natural gas in interstate commerce for 
resale for ultimate public consumption, 
together with the construction and op¬ 
eration of any facilities subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Commission necessary 
therefor, subject to Opinion No. 699. as 
amended, and any further orders issued 
thereunder, conditioned to the lesser of 
the contract rates or the national base 
rat© of 51.0 cents per Mcf <14.73 psia), 
subject to upward and downward Btu 
adjustment from a base of 1,000 Btu per 
cubic foot, plus a 0.5 cent per Mcf gather¬ 
ing allowance and l.<k for offshore to 
onshore delivery. 

<Bj Applicants* acceptance or rejec¬ 
tion of the temporary certificates shall 
be filed within 30 days of the date hereof. 
If accepted, the temporary certificates 
shall be effective upon the date of receipt 
of the acceptance by the Secretary. Serv¬ 
ice under the temporary certificate* shall 
commence within 30 days from the date 
of completion of the facilities by the pur¬ 
chaser or transporter. Such service may 
not be discontinued without permission 
of the Co mmi ssi o n issued pursuant to 
the provisions of Section 7(b) of the 
Natural Gas Act whether the contract 
term has expired or not The issuance of 
temporary certificates and the accept¬ 
ance of the above rate schedules are 
without prejudice to such final disposi¬ 
tion of the applications for certificates 
as the record may require. 

(C) The proceeding In Docket Nos. 
CI75-516. 614. 651. 761. 769. CI76-2. 18. 
41 and 58 are hereby consolidated for 
hearing and decision with the proceed* 
ings in Getty Oil Co., et al in Docket Nos. 
CI75-319. et al 

(D) Section 154.93<b-l> of the Com¬ 
mission’s Regulations is waived to permit 
the inclusion in the rate schedules of 
applicant in Docket No. CI75-614 of the 
contract provision for rat© increases to 
higher area rate found to be proper by 
hearing, rulemaking, or a Commission 
approved settlement. 


*E> The rate schedules related to the 
authorizations granted herein are ac¬ 
cepted for filing to become effective on 
the date of initial delivery. Applicants 
shall advise the Commission of said date 
within 10 days thereof. 

The rate schedules have been desig¬ 
nated as follows: 


nwrrlirtion Dockri No. Dotation 


Contnxt rnvou 

Mr. t«. irtt 

Contract cm-sis 

i>b. *. ivrs. 

Contract C1TWS1 

Apr 4. lWi. 

c or it rare em-u 

J«n l. I*m. 

Contrar« CT7»v» 

M »y 22, im. 

Contract CX7STC1 

Jttnr 12, HCS. 

Contract CVS 7© 

Jtuw> ll. VjTA. 

Contract CI7S-2 

inn# I?. vrr\ 

Contract CJ74-I* 

June 1, Vj7\ 


T*»aro rate tclwotaV) 

No. 517. 

tMty OO Co. rate 
•rfacvloJt. No. 214 
AUhuUo UlchfleM rat* 
«cImh)u> Na IM. 

Conti raw (a) OU Co. rat* 
wbrtlulc No. 431. 

Chira Scrrtr* IMI Co, 
rate Bcbettnlo No. tit 
Contitmotei Oil Co. rat* 
■rhcJiiJ# No. 41*0, 

Otijr oil O*. rate 
* Uflulr No. 21* 
AiUntUf RfrhnrM Co. 

rat* arlMdUl* No. 
Ctiira ten** (HI Co. 
ran at boduk No. tii. 


<F) Accejxtancc of the rate schedule* 
of Applicants does not constitute Com¬ 
mission approval of tlie contractual res¬ 
ervations or limitations involved pending 
resolution of the matter on the merits 
after hearing and decision. 

<0) Appropriate authorization from 
the Commission is required by any pipe¬ 
line to transport any gas which the pro¬ 
ducers may be permitted to reserve. 

(H> Petitioners to intervene are per¬ 
mitted to Intervene In the proceeding* 
In which they haw filed petitions to In¬ 
tervene subject to the rules and regula¬ 
tions of the Commission; Provided, how¬ 
ever, that participation by such inter¬ 
veners shall be limited to matters af¬ 
fecting asserted rights and interest as 
specifically set forth in the petitions to 
intervene; and, Provided . further, that 
the admission of such interveners shall 
not be construed as recognition by the 
Commission that they might be aggrieved 
because of any order of the Commission 
entered in these proceedings. 

(I) Applicants (CAGC Group and Tex¬ 
aco) shall present as part of their pre¬ 
pared evidence, supporting data to show 
the volumes of natural gas to be pro¬ 
duced and sold during the term of their 
contracts from contractually specified 
formations In each Block: the estimated 
gross and net total recoverable natural 
gas reserves in each formation in each 
Block; the estimated gross and net re¬ 
coverable natural gas reserves commer¬ 
cially producible from the surface to the 
limit of the well bore in each Block, and 
delivers bill ty schedules relating to each 
of the three reserves estimates called for 
above. 

<J> Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act. particularly Sections 
7 and 15 thereof, the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure, and the Reg¬ 
ulations under the Natural Gas Act < 18 
CFR Chapter 1). a public hearing shall 
be held commencing September 30, 1975. 
at 10:00 am. <EDT) in a hearing room 
of the Federal Power Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street. N.E., Washington. 
D.C. 20426. concerning the matters in 
Dockets set out in <c) above. 
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<K> On or before September 16, 1975, 
producer applicants and all persons In 
support of the applicants shall each file 
their prepared testimony and exhibits 
comprising their casc-in-chief upon all 
parties to this proceeding, the Office of 
Administrative Law Judges, Commission 
Staff and all parties to the consolidated 
proceeding in Docket Nos. CI75-319. et al 
(L) A temporary certificate of public 
convenience and necessity is Issued to 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. in 
Docket No. CP75-320 authorizing the ad¬ 
ditional points of receipt of gas from 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp., as more 
fully set forth above and as In the ap¬ 
plication herein, subject to compliance 
with Part 154 and (e) and (f) of Sec¬ 
tion 157.20 of the Regulations. 

(1) This temporary certificate shall 
be accepted as issued within 30 days 
herefrom by written acceptance made by 
a responsible official of Transco. If re¬ 
consideration is sought, service here¬ 
under shall not be commenced. If sendee 
Is commenced, the conditions attached 
shall become effective, and service may 
not be discontinued without permission 
of the Commission issued pursuant to the 
provisions of Section 7(b) of the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(2) The above issued temporary cer¬ 
tificate shall not be effective until such 
time as the applicant in Docket No. 
CI75-614 has accepted in writing the 
temporary certificate issued in para¬ 
graph <A> above. 

(3) The issuance of this temporary 
certificate is without prejudice to such 
final disposition of the application for 
permanent certificate as the record may 
require. 

<M> The temporary certificate issued 
Atlantic In Docket No. CI75-651 and 
CiUes in Docket No. CI76-18 is condi¬ 
tioned upon Applicant within 30 days 
from the date hereof, submitting the 
waiver required by Section 2.56a<i> of the 
Rules. If such waiver is filed within 30 
days, the rate may be made effective as 
of the date of initial delivery. 

(N) The temporary certificates issued 
in Docket Nos. CI75-761 and CI75-769 
require applicant to file three copies of 
a revised blUlng statement reflecting the 
components of the authorized rate; 
namely, base rate. Btu adjustment and 
allowances for gathering and offshore to 
onshore delivery. 

<0> Trunkline Gas Company is pro¬ 
hibited from Including any portion of 
the cost of purchased gas from Getty. 
Continental and Cities as set out above 
in this order, from and after May 30, 
1975. to the date on which these three 
applicants commence sales under tem¬ 
porary certificates authorized herein in 
Docket Nos. CI75-761. and CI75-769 and 
CI76-18. 

(P) CAOC Group shall show cause 
why their pipeline facilities between 
South Marsh Island Block 261 and the 
delivery point to Trunkline Gas Company 
should not be subject to the require¬ 
ments of 8ecUon 7 of the Act. A response 
is required of CAGC Group as part of 
their prepared evidence. No other re¬ 
sponse is required. 


By the Commission. Commissioner 
Smith dissents to setting for hearing the 
question of whether it is in the public 
Interest for the producers to make sales 
of gas in interstate commerce, for the 
reasons he set out in his dissenting state¬ 
ments to Getty Oil Company. et al.. 
Docket Nos. CI75-319. et al., order issued 
June 3, 1975; Marathon Oil Company , et 
al.. Docket Nos. CI75-641, et al.. order 
Issued July 24,1975; and Getty Oil Com¬ 
pany. et al.. Docket No. CI75-319, et al. 
letter order issued August 19, 1975. 

(seal) Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75-24890 Filed 9-17-75 8:45 Mm \ 


|Docket No. 0175-319, etc.] 

GETTY OIL CO. ET AL 

Findings and Order After Statutory Hearing 
Granting in Part and Denying in Part 
Reconsideration of Prior Orders, Issuing 
Certificates of Public Convenience and 
Necessity, and Severing Proceedings 

September 10. 1975. 

In the matter of Getty Oil Co., et al., 
Docket No. CT75-319, et al: Trunkline 
Gas Company, Docket No. CP75-273; 
Mobil Oil Corporation, Docket No. CI75- 
538: Texaco Inc.. Docket No. CI75-680. 

On August 19. 1975, Texas Inc. 'Tex¬ 
aco) filed an application for rehear¬ 
ing of the Commission's order dated 
July 24. 1975. in Docket No. CI75- 
641. ct al. and on August 22.1975. Trunk¬ 
line Gas Company (Trunkline) and 
Mobil Oil Corporation (Mobil) filed a 
petition for reconsideration and clarifi¬ 
cation and an application for rehearing. 1 
respectively, of the Commission's order 
dated August 15, 1975. In Docket Nos. 
CP75-273 and CI75-538. All three par¬ 
ties request that the Commission recon¬ 
sider the issuance in the aforementioned 
orders of temporary certificates to each 
and issue Instead permanent certificates. 
In addition. Texaco and MobU move to 
sever the proceedings upon their applica¬ 
tions in Docket Nos. CI75-680 and CI75- 
538, respectively, from the consolidated 
proceeding in Getty OH Company. et al. 
Docket No. CI75-319, et al. 

On May 14, 1975, Texaco filed In 
Docket No. CI75-680 an application for 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity pursuant to Section 7'c) of 
the Natural Gas Act authorizing the sale 
and delivery of natural gas in interstate 
commerce to Texas Gas Transmission 
Corporation (Texas Gas) from the Block 
342 Field, Eugene Island Area, offshore 
Louisiana, conditioned to the national 
rate prescribed in Section 2.56a of the 
Commission's Oencral Policy and Inter¬ 
pretations (18 CFR 2.56a), 

Texaco’s purchaser, Texas Gas, along 
with Texas Eastern Transmission Cor¬ 
poration (Texas Eastern) and Tennessee 


i Til© orders Issuing temporary certificate* 
and consolidating the applications of Texaco 
and Mobil for hearing are not final orders of 
the Commission; therefore, the application* 
for rehearing wiU be treated as petitions for 
reconsideration. 


Gas Pipeline Company, a Division of 
Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee), filed with the 
Commission an application in Docket No. 
CP75-127 which, among other things, 
requests authorization for the construc¬ 
tion of 32.25 miles of pipeline for the 
purpose of transporting gas reserves ded¬ 
icated to Texas Gas and Tennessee in 
the Eugene Island Block 342 Field and 
gas reserves dedicated to Texas Eastern 
in Eugene Island Block 349. On July 18, 
1975, the Commission in Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corporation, et al. Docket 
No. CP63-177. et al. issued these appli¬ 
cants a certificate conditioned upon the 
related producers’, including Texaco, re¬ 
ceiving and accepting cither permanent 
or temporary Commission authorization 
to seU gas to these applicants. 

By order of July 24. 1975, in Docket 
No. CI75-641, et al. the Commission is¬ 
sued permanent certificates to various 
producers but issued to Texaco, in Docket 
No. CI75-680. a temporary certificate 
without prejudice to final disposition of 
the application for permanent certificate 
The Commission also consolidated the 
proceeding in Docket No. CI75-680. with 
the proceeding in Docket No. CI75-319. 
et al.. lor hearing with regard to two is¬ 
sues in Texaco's application, to wit: 

1. Whether. In view of a depth limi¬ 
tation contained in Texaco’s contract 
with Texas Gas. Texaco has dedicated 
all the commercially producible gas re¬ 
serves attributable to its Interest in the 
Eugene Island Block 342 Field, and 

2. Whether a supplemental agreement 
filed by Texaco with its application pro¬ 
vides for a possible volumetric limitation 
by Texaco with respect to its interest m 
the Block 342 Field, 

On August 19, 1975, Texaco filed pur¬ 
suant to Section 19(a) of the Natural Gas 
Act an application for rehearing of the 
Commission's aforementioned July 24. 
1975. order and a motion for severance 
of Its application in Docket No. CI75- 
680 from the proceeding in Getty Oil 
Company. et cU.. Docket No. CI75-319 
et al Contemporaneously. Texaco filed 
a notice of rejection of the temporary 
certificate issued to it by the July 24, 
1975. order. 

Texaco claims that it has committed to 
its sale to Texas Gas all of the commer¬ 
cially producible gas of which it is aware 
attributable to its interest in the Eu¬ 
gene Island Block 342 Field, pursuant 
to its long-term (20 years) contract 
However, to assure the Conuniss.on 
tills fact, and for the purpose of re¬ 
solving the above-mentioned issues which 
previously prevented the issuance to 
Texaco of a permanent certificate w 
Docket No. CI75-680. Texaco states that 
it would be willing to accept a permanent 
certificate in said docket conditioned as 
follows: . f.. 

<1> Texaco, upon acceptance of a fma 
permanent certificate in Docket N 
CI75-680. will within 30 days of said ae- 
ceptance file with the CommUsion » 
contract amendment which will “ ei . 
the depth limitation contained in 

(2> Irrespective of any possible inter 
pretatlon of Texaco’s supplemental 
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agreement with Texas Gas. the certifi¬ 
cate would apply to the sale of all 
commercially producible gas which has 
been found or which may be found in 
the future attributable to Texaco’s in¬ 
terest in the Eugene Island Block 342 
Field. 

Texaco states, liowever. that its offer 
herein to amend its contract with Texas 
Gas should not be construed as a general 
concession on depth limitations in off¬ 
shore gas sales contracts. 

The Commission agrees that condi¬ 
tioning Texaco’s certificate in the man¬ 
ner proposed above would render moot 
the issues of depth limitation and volu¬ 
metric limitation. Inasmuch as the reso¬ 
lution of those issues was the only reason 
for withholding permanent certification, 
die Commission will issue the requested 
permanent certificate subject to the sug¬ 
gested conditions. 

On March 10. 1975. Mobil filed in 
Docket No. CI75-538 an application pur¬ 
suant to 8ecUon 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act for a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing the sale for 
resale and delivery of natural gas in 
interstate commerce to Trunkline at the 
national rate from the Block 95 Field, 
offshore Louisiana. On March 17. 1975. 
Trunkline filed in Docket No. CP75-273 
its related application for authorization 
to construct and operate facilities esti¬ 
mated to cost $19,340,000 to attach the 
reserves it had contracted to purchase 
from Mobil. Trunkline's application ad¬ 
ditionally sought authorization to trans¬ 
port Oulf Oil Corporation’s (Gulf) 
interest in the Block 95 Field for ulti¬ 
mate delivery to Texas Eastern. The de¬ 
tails of the proposed sale and transpor¬ 
tation of gas and construction of facili¬ 
ties by Mobil and Trunkline are more 
fully set forth In the Commission's order 
issued August 15. 1975. in Docket Nos. 
CP75-273 and CI75-538. 

By the August 15.1975, order the Com¬ 
mission granted temporary authorization 
to Mobil and Trunkline to commence 
their operations subject to certain con¬ 
ditions. Trunkline’s temporary certificate 
*as Issued subject to. inter alia, (1) 
Mobil’s accepting its authorization to sell 
gas to Trunkline, (2) the ultimate dis¬ 
position of Trunkline's application. (3) 
suture cost-of-service computations, 
which will include the proposed facilities 
in Trunkline’s rate base, utilizing a min¬ 
imum load factor of 60 percent operation 
of such facilities, (4) further Commis¬ 
sion authorization to transport any of 
Mobil’i gas which it may be permitted 
to reserve, and (5) Trunkline's filing a 
rate schedule covering its charges for 
transporting liquids from the Block 95 
ncid, together with a supporting cost 
of service exhibit. 

Mobil’s temporary certificate was ■ 
granted and its rate schedule was ac- 
cepted subject to. inter alia, (1) final 
Commission approval of Mobil’s con- 
« P 4 reserve reservations and 
<2) MobUa filing of 
r ***F > * data M a part of Its 
prepared evidence, and <3> Mobil-* ac- 
®f the temporary certificate 
r itttn 30 day* of Its Issuance. 


The August 15. 1975, order consoli¬ 
dated for hearing and decision the pro¬ 
ceeding in Docket No. CI75-538 with the 
proceeding in Getty Oil Co., et al. Doc¬ 
ket No. CI75-319, et al , due to the com¬ 
mon questions relating to contractual 
depth limitations, percentage reserva¬ 
tion, and 10-year term of contract. Fur¬ 
ther. the order required Gulf to add a 
new delivery point to its rate schedule 
and to deliver its share of the Block 95 
Field gas only to Texas Eastern in Inter¬ 
state commerce. 

On August 22. 1975. Mobil filed an ap¬ 
plication. pursuant to Section 19<a> of 
the Natural Gas Act. for rehearing of the 
August 15, 1975, order and a motion for 
severance of Mobil’s application in Doc¬ 
ket No. CI75-538 from Hie consolidated 
proceding in Docket No. CT75-319. et al. 
Contemporaneously, Mobil filed a notice 
rejecting the temporary authorization 
granted by the August 15. 1975. order. 
Also on August 22, 1975. Trunkline filed 
a petition for reconsideration and clar¬ 
ification of the August 15, 1975. order. 
Both Mobil and Trunkline ask the Com¬ 
mission to reconsider the order of August 
15. 1075, in order that permanent* rather 
than temporary, certificates may be is¬ 
sued in the subject proceedings. Both 
maintain that the uncertainty that nec¬ 
essarily surrounds a temporary certifi¬ 
cate makes the large Investment man¬ 
dated by this project unfeasible from 
their viewpoint Indeed, Trunkline claims 
that the facilities it Intends to construct 
would serve no useful purpose as merely 
temporary facilities, given their proposed 
function and location. 

In its application for rehearing Mobil 
alleges that the order of August 15, 
1975, would place it in the untenable 
position of commencing sales under 
terms and conditions that Mobil deems 
to be unlawful Nevertheless. Mobil is 
willing to make concessions in several 
major aspects of its application. Upon 
grant of Mobil’s request for severance 
and issuance of a permanent certificate, 
Mobil is willing to accept a certificate of 
unlimited duration and is further will¬ 
ing to amend its contract to delete all 
depth limitations and the reservation of 
25 percent of the gas for Mobil’s own use 
contained in Mobil’s contract commit¬ 
ting the Block 95 Field reserves to 
Trunkline. Mobil’s concessions are prem¬ 
ised on the condition that the Commis¬ 
sion will timely issue the requested per¬ 
manent certificate so that necessary con¬ 
struction can be completed and deliveries 
can commence for the 1975-76 winter 
season. If the requested authorization is 
not Issued by September 5. 1975, Mobil 
reserves the right to withdraw its 
concessions. 

Mobil’s application in Docket No. Cl 
75-538 raised three issues that precip¬ 
itated the Commission's decision to 
defer permanent certification until after 
formal hearing. Specifically, the Com¬ 
mission questioned the 10-year duration 
of Mobil’s gas sale contract with Trunk- 
line and the provisions therein for depth 
limitations and for the reservation of 
reserves for Mobil’s own use. Recogniz¬ 
ing the need for the Block 95 Feld gas. 


the Commission granted Mobil tempo¬ 
rary authorization to sell the gas to 
Trunkline- Permanent certification would 
await the outcome of the consolidated 
proceeding in Docket No. CI75-319. et al, 
and resolution of the three aforemen¬ 
tioned issues in Mobil’s application. Due 
to the interdependency of the applica¬ 
tions of Mobil and Trunkline, Trunkline 
was also given only a temporary certifi¬ 
cate pending permanent certification of 
Mobil's application to sell gas to Trunk¬ 
line. 

Now' Mobil has chosen to waive Us 25 
percent reservation of gas. to commit 
production from all depths under Us con¬ 
tract with Trunkline and to accept a 
certificate of unlimited duration thereby 
rendering moot the issues that had pre¬ 
cluded permanent certification. Mobil 
states in Us petition for reconsideration 
herein <poge 7) its willingness to amend 
its contract with Trunkline to eliminate 
depth limitations and percentage reser¬ 
vation and to file said amended contract 
with the Commission within 30 days of 
Mobil's acceptance of a permanent cer¬ 
tificate. The Commission's order herein 
Of August 15. 1975 (pages 4 and 5). 
identified the 10-year term of Mobil’s 
contract * as an Issue for resolution in 
the hearing on permanent certification. 
Trunkline’s application for certificate in 
Docket No. CP75-273, Exhibit H-2, page 
1, Total Field Delivers bill ty Summary, 
shows gas volumes available from 
•‘proven and probable reserves” for 18 
years and "proven, probable and poten¬ 
tial” reserves of 20 years. The “dedi¬ 
cated” deltverability schedule covers 
identical years. Mobil’s application for 
rehearing (page 8) states that Mobil is 
prepared to accept a certificate unlimited 
as to duration.” 

Under these circumstances and in 
order to be able to issue a permanent 
certificate to Mobil and cancel the hear¬ 
ing previously ordered, the Commission 
finds that permanent certification may 
be granted to Mobil and, consequently, 
to Trunkline under the terms and con¬ 
ditions hereinafter provided. Further¬ 
more. the basis for the consolidation of 
Mobil's application in the proceeding in 
Docket No. CI75-319, et al, no longer 
remains, and therefore Mobil’s request 
for severance will be granted. 

Mobil's permanent certification will be 
conditioned on either substitution of a 
20 year term in the contract amendment 
to be filed as part of the rate schedule, 
or deletion of the delivery term entirely 
and substitution thereof of a life-of-the 
lease (or equivalent) term, whichever is 
preferable to the parties. In this regard, 
the Commission notes that Marathon. 
Texaco. Louisiana Land Offshore Explo¬ 
ration ond Texas Eastern Exploration, 
each of which has received permanent 
certificates in this consolidated proceed¬ 
ing. filed 20-year term contracts as rate 
schedules for sales of gas. 

In oddition to seeking permanent cer¬ 
tification, Mobil suggests that the lan- 


'Mobil** proposed rate schedule herein 
<p*ge 36) set* forth a dfltrery term of 10 
year* unless extended. 
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guage of ordering paragraph *‘B” of the 
August 15, 1975, order Is both misdi¬ 
rected and Inaccurate Mobil claims that 
the condition in ordering paragraph ”B” 
unduly burdens the authorizations of 
Mobil and Trunkline with a condition 
that is beyond their control. - 

Ordering paragraph ”B” Is directed to 
Gulf in order to assure that the supply of 
gas from Block 95 Field transported by 
Trunkline will be Received by the in¬ 
terstate market served by Texas Eastern. 
The Commission agrees, however, with 
Mobil’s suggestion that ordering para¬ 
graph ”B” should be limited to Gulf's 
share of the Block 95 Field gas and. ac¬ 
cordingly. will so modify the condition. 

Aside from Trunkline’s request for a 
permanent certificate, which has here¬ 
inbefore been addressed. Trunkline also 
requests clarification or deletion of the 
requirement in ordering paragraph “A 
(4) ” that Trunkline shall compute future 
cost of service utilizing a minimum load 
factor of 60 percent. Trunkline claims 
that the 60 percent load factor require¬ 
ment, as set forth in Section 2.65 of the 
Commission's General Policy and Inter¬ 
pretations. applies to transmission lines 
but does not contemplate Trunkline’s 
proposed facilities which will serve mere¬ 
ly to connect additional reserves to ex¬ 
isting lines. Trunkline points out that 
since source reserves will ultimately de¬ 
plete no single connecting line serving a 
particular field could maintain a 60 per¬ 
cent load factor indefinitely. 

By order Issued July 25. 1968 (40 FPC 
160). the Commission responded to a sim¬ 
ilar challenge to the policy of Section 
2.65. The Commission recognized there, 
as we do here, that gas supplies will 
come available which can most effectively 
be connected by the construction of mi¬ 
nor gathering Unes or stub lines. Yet even 
such minor facilities do not escape scru¬ 
tiny as to their cost efficiency, and the 
60 percent load factor requirement should 
apply equally to them. The fact that a 
pipeline’s source reserves will ultimately 
deplete is a concern that can be accom¬ 
modated through proper depreciation of 
the facilities. However, as the Commis¬ 
sion pointed out in the July 25, 1968. or¬ 
der, the Commission docs not intend to 
apply the policy inflexibly. It was for this 
reason that Section 2.65 includes a pro¬ 
vision for waiver. 

Trunkline also objects to the fact that 
ordering paragraph ”A<4)" of the Au¬ 
gust 15. 1975. order specifics neither the 
duration of the condition nor when the 
matter is to be resolved. A single resolu¬ 
tion of the 60 percent load factor con¬ 
dition Is not what Is intended by the lan¬ 
guage of paragraph **A(4).” The policy 
of Section 2.65 is intended to be one of 
continuing applicability and paragraph 
•*Ai4) ” reflects that policy objective. The 
Commission recognizes that all offshore 
facilities may not be connected to un¬ 
limited supplies of gas which will enable 


• Tli© conditions In ordering paragraph "B” 
ar© that GuiT must add an additional de¬ 
livery point under its rat© schedule and that 
Oulf's share of the gas from th© Block 95 

Field must be delivered to Texas Eastern. 


the faculties to be operated at a 60 per¬ 
cent load factor in perpetuity: however, 
when the time comes that any particular 
facility may be limited in the supply of 
gas available to it, the Commission will 
consider the merits of modifying the 60 
percent requirement. 

At a hearing held on September 4. 
1975, the Commission on its own motion 
received and made a part of the record 
in this proceeding all evidence, including 
the applications and exhibits thereto, 
submitted in support of the authoriza¬ 
tions sought herein, and upon considera¬ 
tion of the record. 

The Commission finds: 

<1> Good cause exists to grant the ap¬ 
plication of Texaco for reconsideration 
of the order of July 24. 1975, in Docket 
No. CI75-641, et aL, as hereinafter pro¬ 
vided. 

(2) Good cause exists to grant in part 
the applications of Mobil and Trunkline 
for reconsideration of the order of Au¬ 
gust 15. 1975, in Docket Nos. CP75-273 
and CI75-538 as hereinafter provided. 

<3> Tiie conditions imposed upon the 
permanent certificates hereinafter issued 
to Texaco and Mobil remove all contested 
issuer related to the application s of Tex¬ 
aco and Mobil in Docket Nos. CH5-680 
and CI75-538. respectively, and preclude 
the necessity of formal hearing with re¬ 
spect thereto. 

(4) The questions in the applications 
of Texaco and Mobil have been rendered 
moot and the proceedings in Docket Nos. 
CI75-680 and CI75-538 should be severed 
from the consolidated proceeding in 
Docket No. CI75-319. et at. 

(5) Except as hereinabove noted and 
• hereinafter ordered, the applications for 

reconsideration of Mobil and Trunkline 
present no new issues of law, fact or 
policy to Justify amendment of our order 
of August 15. 1975. 

<6> Applicants. Texaco Inc. and Mobil 
Oil Corporation, are engaged in the sale 
for resale of natural gas in interstate 
commerce subject to the Jurisdiction of 
the Commission and are. therefore, “nat¬ 
ural-gas companies’* within the mean¬ 
ing of the Natural Gas Act as heretofore 
found by the Commission. 

(7) Applicant, Trunkline Gas Com¬ 
pany, a Delaware corporation having its 
principal place of business in Houston. 
Texas, is a ' natural-gas company” with¬ 
in the meaning of the Natural Gas Act as 
heretofore found by the Commission in 
its order of May 4, 1950, in Docket No. 
G-882 (9 FPC 721). 

(8) The sale of natural gas herein¬ 
before described, as more fully described 
in the applications in Docket Nos. CI75- 
680 and C175-538 will be mode in inter¬ 
state commerce subject to the Juris¬ 
diction of the Commission: and such 
sales by Texaco and by Mobil together 
with the construction and operation of 
any facilities necessary therefore, are 
subject to the requirements of subsec¬ 
tions <c> and <e) of Section 7 of the Na¬ 
tural Gas Act. 

(9) The pipeline facilities proposed by 
Trunkline to be used in the transporta¬ 
tion of natural gas in Interstate com¬ 
merce. as hereinbefore described and as 


more fully described in the application in 
Docket No. CP75-273. are subject to the 
Jurisdiction of the Commission, and the 
construction and operation of said fa¬ 
cilities are subject to the requirements of 
Subsections Cc> and (c) of Section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act. 

CIO) Applicants are able and willing 
properly to do the acts and to perform 
tiie services proposed and to conform to 
the provisions of the Natural Gas Act and 
the requirements, rules, and regulations 
of the Commission thereunder. 

(11) It is necessary and appropriate 
In carrying out the provisions of the 
Natural Gas Act that the contract and 
letter agreement submitted by Texaco 
should be accepted for filing as its FPC 
gas rate schedule and supplement there¬ 
to and that the contract submitted by 
Mobil should be accepted for filing as its 
FPC gas rate schedule. 

(12) The sales of natural gas by 
Texaco and by Mobil and the construc¬ 
tion and operation of the proposed pipe¬ 
line facilities and transportation of gas 
by Trunkline are required by the public 
convenience and necessity and certifi¬ 
cates therefor should be Issued as here¬ 
inafter ordered and conditioned. 

The Commission orders: 

(A» A certificate is issued to Trunk¬ 
line to construct and operate the subject 
facilities and to transport and/or ex¬ 
change natural gas as hereinbefore de¬ 
scribed, all as more fully described in the 
application, as amended and supple¬ 
mented. in Docket No. CP75-273 as con¬ 
ditioned herein: (1) This certificate is 
conditioned upon Mobil’s accepting per¬ 
manent Commission authorization to sell 
gas to Trunkline. (2) The authorization 
for the attachment of Platform ”C” in 
Grand Isle Block 95 Field is contingent 
upon Mobil’s filing for, receiving, and ac¬ 
cepting temporary or permanent author¬ 
ization from the Commission for the sale 
of gas from the wells on platform *‘C". 
(3) The cost of service of Trunkline in 
any future rate case shall be computed 
in the manner set forth in 8ectlon 2 65 
(b) of the Commission's General Policy 
and Interpretations. Trunkline in each 
future “major rate increase” proceeding, 
as defined In Section 154.63 of the Rceu- 
lations under the Natural Oas Act, filed 
pursuant to Part 154 of said Regulations, 
shall submit load factor utilization 
studies of the facilities authorized here¬ 
in. 8uch studies shall be based on the 
base and test periods defined in Section 
154.63(e)(2)). The Statement "C”, cost 
of plant statement and supporting sched¬ 
ules, shall contain the detailed calcula¬ 
tions showing the load factor utilization 
of these facilities and such calculations 
shall be clearly marked and set forth 
within the appropriate rtbiWes^ 
purposes of Trunkline’s submittal, toad 
factor” shall be computed by mulUpb- 
ing 100 times the volume of gas trans¬ 
ported during the test or base period 
divided by the product of the dally ^ 
volumes set forth in the certificate a. j 
cation (Exh. G. p. U> times the number 
of days In the test or base period. <«' 
Trunkline shall file an appropriate rate 
schedule 30 days prior to Initiation ° 
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the transportation service for Mobil for 
th'' transportation of liquids from Block 
95 Field, together with a supporting cost- 
oi-i>ervice exhibit. 

<B> The certificate issued in para¬ 
graph <A> above and the rights granted 
thereunder arc conditioned upon Trunk¬ 
line's compliance with all applicable 
Commission Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act and particularly the 
general terms and conditions set forth 
in paragraphs (c)(1). (c)(3). (c)(4), 

• c>. <f) and <g> of Section 157.20 of such 
Regulations* The construction author¬ 
ized shall be completed within one year 
from the date of this order in accordance 
with paragraph <b> of Section 157.20 of 
the Regulations. 

*C) Certificates of public convenience 
and necessity are issued to Texaco in 
Docket No. CI75-680 and to Mobil in 
Docket No. CI75-538, authorizing the 
sales by Texaco and by Mobil of natural 
gas in interstate commerce for resale for 
ultimate public consumption, together 
with the construction and operation of 
any facilities subject to the Jurisdiction of 
the Commission necessary therefor, sub¬ 
ject to Section 2.56a of the Commission's 
General Policy and Interpretations, con¬ 
ditioned to the lesser of the contract 
rate or the national base rate of 51.0 
cents per Mcf at 14.73 psia, subject to 
upward and downward Btu adjustment 
from a base of 1,000 Btu per cubic foot, 
plus a 0.5-cent per Mcf gathering allow¬ 
ance. 

<D> The certificates Issued in para¬ 
graph (C) above shall be void and with¬ 
out force or effect unless accepted in 
writing by Texaco and by Mobil within 
30 days from the issue date of the order 
issuing such certificates; Provided, how¬ 
ever. that if an application for rehear¬ 
ing of such order is filed in accordance 
with Section 19 of the Natural Gas Act, 
such acceptance shall be filed within 30 
days from the issue date of the order of 
the Commission upon the application for 
rehearing or within 30 days from the date 
on which such application may be 
deemed to have been denied when the 
Commission has not acted on such appli¬ 
cation within 30 days after it has been 
filed; Provided, further, that if a peti¬ 
tion for review is filed In accordance 
with the provisions of Section 19 of the 
Natural Gas Act, such acceptance shall 
be filed within 30 days after final dis¬ 
position of the judicial review proceed¬ 
ings thus initiated. 

•E> The certificates issued in para¬ 
graph (C) above and the rights granted 
thereunder are not transferable and 
shall be effective only so long as Texaco 
and Mobil continue the acts or opera¬ 
tions hereby authorized in accordance 
with the provisions of the Natural Gas 
Act and the requirements, rules, and reg¬ 
ulations of the Commission. 

<Fj The grant of the certificates issued 
1? l *^ agra Pk <C> above shall not be con- 
rued as a waiver of the requirements 
p 4 °* 1116 Natural Gas Act or of 

*rt 154 or Part 157 of the Commission's 
*25"X** thereunder and Is without 
prejudice to any findings or orders which 


have been or w’hlch may hereafter be 
made by the Commission in any proceed¬ 
ing now pending or hereafter instituted 
by or against Texaco or Mobil. Further, 
our action in this proceeding shall not 
foreclose or prejudice any future pro¬ 
ceedings relating to the operation of any 
price or related provisions In the gas 
purchase contracts herein involved. The 
grant of the certificates herein for serv¬ 
ice to the particular customers involved 
shall not imply approval of all of the 
terms of the contracts, particularly as to 
the cessation of service upon termination 
of said contracts as provided by Section 
7<b) of the Natural Gas Act. The grant 
of the certificates herein shall not be 
construed to preclude the imposition of 
any sanctions pursuant to provisions of 
the Natural Gas Act for the unauthor¬ 
ized commencement of any sale of nat¬ 
ural gas subject to said certificates. 

<Gj Texaco, upon acceptance of the 
certificate in Docket No. CI75-680, shall 
within 30 days of said acceptance file 
wJth the Commission an amendment to 
Texaco’s gas sale contract with Texas 
Gas to delete the depth limitation con¬ 
tained In the contract, as supplemented. 

<H) Irrespective of any possible Inter¬ 
pretation of Texaco's contract, as sup¬ 
plemented. with Texas Gas. the certifi¬ 
cate issued to Texaco in paragraph (C) 
above applies to the sale of all commer¬ 
cially producible gas which has been 
found or which may be found in the fu¬ 
ture attributable to Texaco's interest In 
the Eugene Island Block 342 Field. 

(I) Mobil, upon acceptance of the cer¬ 
tificate in Docket No. CI75-538. shall 
within 30 days of said acceptance file 
with the Commission an amendment to 
Mobil's gas sale contract with Trunk¬ 
line to delete any reservation of gas for 
Mobil’s own use, to delete all depth lim¬ 
itations. and to delete or amend the pro¬ 
vision relating to the term of Mobil's 
proposed rate schedule, as more iully 
set forth herein. 

(J) Section 154.93 of the Regulations 
under tlie Natural Gas Act is hereby 
waived to permit the inclusion in Mobil’s 
rate schedule of the contractual provi¬ 
sion for rate increases to a higher area 
rate found to be proper by hearing, rule- 
making or a Commission approved set¬ 
tlement and the reimbursement by buyer 
of any excess royalty payments. Such 
waiver should not be construed as mean¬ 
ing that any rate increase based on such 
pricing provision would be accepted for 
filing without suspension. 

<K> Texaco’s contract and letter 
agreement, both dated May 1, 1975, are 
accepted for filing effective on the date 
of initial delivery under the authoriza¬ 
tion granted herein and are designated 
as Texaco Inc. FPC Rate Schedule No. 
519 and Supplement No. 1 thereto, re¬ 
spectively. Texaco shall advise the Com¬ 
mission in writing of such date within 
10 days thereof. 

(L) Mobil’s contract dated March 4. 
1975. is accepted for filing to be effective 
the date of initial delivery under the au¬ 
thorization granted herein and is des¬ 
ignated as Mobil Oil Corporation FPC 
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Gas Rate Schedule No. 150. Mobil shall 
advise the Commission of said date with¬ 
in 10 days thereof and shall file three 
copies of a revised billing statement re¬ 
flecting the components of the rate au¬ 
thorized in <C> above. 

<M) The proceedings in Docket Nos. 
CI75-680 and CI75-538 are severed from 
the proceeding in Docket No. CI75-319. 
et al 

(N> Mobil’s and Trunkline’s applica¬ 
tions for reconsideration arc in all other 
respects denied. 

«» Section 154 93 of the Regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act is hereby 
waived to permit the Inclusion in 
Texaco’s rate schedule of the contractual 
provision for rate increases to a higher 
area rate found to be proper by hearing, 
rulemaking, or Commission approved 
settlement. 

By tlie Commission. Commissioner 
Smith, in concurring with this order does 
not endorse the Commission treatment 
of the producer contract issue in Docket 
No. CP75-273 for the reasons set out in 
Getty Oil Company, et at.. Docket Nos. 
CI75-319, ct al, Issued June 3, 1975. 

fstALl Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

IPR Doc.75 24893 FUed 9-17-75:8:45 om| 


(Docket No. E-9446J 
GREEN MOUNTAIN POWER CORP. 

Notice of Extension of Procedural Dates 
September 10, 1975. 

On September 8. 1975. Staff Counsel 
filed a motion to extend the procedural 
dates fixed by order Issued June 13.1975. 
in the above-designated proceeding. The 
motion states that the parties have been 
notified and have no objection. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows; 

Service of Staff Testimony, Decem¬ 
ber 12. 1975. 

Service of Intervenor Testimony, Jan¬ 
uary 9. 1970. 

Sen 1 ice of Company Rebuttal, Jan¬ 
uary 23, 1976. 

Hearing, February 10,1976 (10:00 a.m. 
EST). 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 75-24894 Filed 0-17-75:8:45 amj 


| Docket No. ER76-70J 

INTERSTATE POWER CO. 

Order Rejecting Proposed Rate Increase 
and Denying Waiver 

September 10. 1975. 

On August 13, 1975, Interstate Power 
Company (Interstate) tendered for filing 
certain proposed Increased rates 1 for its 
transmission service to the Cooperative 
Power Association (CPA)in the State of 
Minnesota. Interstate states that the 


* Supplement No. 1 to R*te Schedule FPC 

No. 68. 
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proposed rales would provide for an In¬ 
crease in revenues of $418,720 based on 
the test year of the twelve months ended 
December 31. 1974. 

Notice of the proposed change In rates 
was Issued August 26. 1975, with com¬ 
ments. protests, and petitions to inter¬ 
vene due on or before September 8. 1975. 
To date, no protests or petitions to in¬ 
tervene have been received. 

Interstate's proposed increase is based 
on data for calendar year 1974. Thus, 
such data was over seven months old 
when filed. Section 35.13(b) (4) till) of 
our regulations provides that the cost of 
service In support of the increased rates 
should consist of the unadjusted system 
costs for the most recent twelve consecu¬ 
tive roontlis for which actual data are 
available. We are not persuaded that the 
data for December 31. 1974 is the most 
recent available to Interstate. 

It was stale when filed. Furthermore, 
were wc to suspend the proposed rate in¬ 
crease for the full statutory period of five 
months from the proposed effective dates 
of September 15. 1975. or until Feb¬ 
ruary 15. 1975. the rates would go into 
effect more than one year after the al¬ 
leged costs upon which the rates are 
based were incurred. We do not believe 
that such stale data Is an appropriate 
basis upon which to establish rates for 
the present or future. Accordingly, we 
shall reject Interstate’s proposed in¬ 
crease. without prejudice to Interstate's 
right to file proposed increased rates with 
supporting costs from the most recent 
twelve consecutive months for which 
data is available, in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules and Regulations/ 

Interstate did not explicitly request 
waiver of our regulations. We shall, how¬ 
ever, treat the filing based on calendar 
year 1974 data as an implied request for 
waiver and deny it. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) Good cause exists to reject Inter¬ 
state’s proposed increased rates as filed 
on August 13. 1975. 

(2) Good cause does not exist to grant 
waiver of Section 35.13(b) (4) <iii> of the 
Commission’s Regulations. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Interstate’s proposed increased 
rates as filed on August 13, 1975 are 
hereby rejected, without prejudice to 
Interstate’s right to file proposed in¬ 
creased rates with supporting data con¬ 
forming to the Commission's Regula¬ 
tions, 

(B> Waiver of l 35.14(b) (4) (iii) is 
hereby denied. 

(C> The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

I seal I Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

|PR Doc.75 24895 riled 9-17-75:8:45 oraj 


»See Publics Service Company of New 
Hampshire, Docket No. E-0290. l«nicd April 
II, 1975; rehearing denied by order Issued 
June 4. 1976. 


| Docket No. CP75-339J 

MICHIGAN CONSOLIDATED GAS CO. 

Amendment to Application 

September 9. 1975 

Take notice that on August 25, 1975. 
Michigan Consolidated Gas Company 
(Appiicantl. One Woodward Avenue. De¬ 
troit, Michigan 48226. filed in Docket No. 
CP75-339 an amendment to its applica¬ 
tion filed in the instant docket pursuant 
to 8ection 7(c9 of the Natural Gas Act 
for a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing a storage serv¬ 
ice to be rendered by Applicant to Pan “ 
handle Eastern Pipe Line Company 
(Panhandle), all as more fully set forth 
in the amendment to application on file 
with the Commission and open to public 


make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding or to participate us a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission's Rules. Persons who liuve 
heretofore filed protest, petitions to in¬ 
tervene. or notices of intervention in the 
instant docket need not file again. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary 

[PR Doc.75 24799 Filed 9-17-76:8:45 am| 


|Docket No. CP74-316. etc.J 

MICHIGAN WISCONSIN PIPE LINE CO., 
ET AL. 

Order Granting Reconsideration 

September 10. 1975. 


insi>ectioiL 

The gas storage agreement between 
Applicant and Panhandle dated May L 
1975. provides for deliveries by Panhan¬ 
dle to Applicant in the months of May 
through October 1975 (Summer period), 
at Applicant's River Rouge Station and 
for redelivery by Applicant by displace¬ 
ment by delivery’ of equivalent volumes 
to Southeastern Michigan Gas Company 
for the account or Panhandle in the whi¬ 
ter period of November 1975 through 
April 1976. The proposed storage service 
would be a temporary arrangement to 
provide Panhandle's resale and direct 
sales customers with gas to meet their 
anticipated requirements in the 1975- 
1976 heating season, it is stated. 

Applicant proposes by the instant 
amendment to increase the quantity of 
natural gas that w’ould be delivered to 
Applicant by Panhandle for storage in 
the summer period from 3,700.000 Mcf to 
6.162,630 Mcf and to increase the mini¬ 
mum daily summer period delivery vol¬ 
ume of natural gas which Applicant an¬ 
ticipates it will have the ability to re¬ 
ceive from 25.400 Mcf to 42.000 Mcf. The 
changes are stated to be pursuant to an 
amendment to the gas storage agreement 
dated August 4, 1975, between Applicant 
and Panhandle. 

It Is stated in the original application 
in the subject docket' that Applicant 
would charge Panhandle 43.88 cents per 
Mcf of gas stored and that the proposed 
service is subject to Applicant's con¬ 
tinued exemption under Section 1(0 of 
the Natural Gas Act. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said amendment should on or before 
September 25. 1975. file with the Federal 
Power Commission. Washington. DC. 
20426. a petition to intervene or a pro¬ 
test in accordance with the requirements 
of the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and 
the Regulations under the Natural Gas 
Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken but will not serve to 


In the matter of Michigan Wisconsin 
Pipe Line Company, Docket Nos. CP74- 
316. CP75-182 and CP75-195; Natural 
Gas Pipeline Company of America. 
Docket Nos. CP72-279. and CP75-274; 
Great Lakes Gas Transmission Company. 
Docket No. CP74-317; Northern Natural 
Gas Company. Docket Nos. CP75-21 and 
CP75-237; Michigan Consolidated Gas 
Company. Docket Nos. CP75-199 and 
CP75-200. 

On August 8.1975, Great Lakes Trans¬ 
mission Company (Great Lakes) filed a 
motion for reconsideration of Ordering 
Paragraph (T) of the Commission's June 
2.1975. order in the above-captioned pro¬ 
ceedings. Great Lakes therein requests 
that we modify said paragraph to per¬ 
mit Great Lakes, upon completion and 
the commencement of operation of the 
faculties for which we issued a temporary 
certificate in Ordering Paragraph (N) of 
that order, 1 * to include in its rate base the 
cost of those facilities pending issuance 
of a permanent certificate in these con¬ 
solidated proceedings. In support thereof. 
Great Lakes states in substance that cl> 
the subject facilities are essential in 
order to permit Mich Wise to meet the 
winter needs of its distribution cus¬ 
tomers: (2) most of the subject facilities 
have in fact been constructed; (3) the 
Commission, on July 25,1975. granted to 
Mich Wise and Northern Natural Gas 
Company (Northern) a measure of relief 
identical to that here sought by Great 
Lakes;* and (4) by order of June 13.1975 
in Docket No. RP75-94. the Commission 
permitted Great Lakes, as port of iU cur¬ 
rent Section 4 rate fifing, to include in 


i Notice pubUabed May 28, 1975 (40 FR 
23376). 


» Fad HUM. having an cce\ of 

62.997,000. related to Great Lake* tr ^*f 
Uon of up to 90.000 Mcf per day for Michigan 
Wisconsin Pipe Line Company (Mich Wwc 
during the 1975 storage Injection cycle (spn 
through October), aa described in C»rc» 
Lake* application In Docket No. CP74-31*. 

* In our Order Granting Rehear mgs and 
Permitting I-ate Intervention* on 

July 25. 1975 in these proceedings w» P^- 
mUted Mich Wuc and Northern to todud 
in their respective rate bases the costs aaw 
elated with those facilities which weijicerti 
cated on a temporary basis in Or^r * 
Par.gr.pb. (II .nd <H). 
the aforementioned June 2. 1975. order » 
which have gone Into actual operation. 
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ita rate base the costs associated with 
facilities described In Docket No. CP74- 
317 which will be certificated and in 
Actual operation by November 14, 1975, 
when the rates proposed therein will be¬ 
come effective, subject to refund. In or¬ 
der to rectify the alleged inconsistency 
between the orders discussed in items <3> 
and <4>, above, and the subject order of 
June 2. 1975, Great Lakes urges us to 
adopt its proposed modification of Or¬ 
dering Paragraph <T> of the latter order. 

We find Great Lakes' motion for re- 
c-i^ideratlon to be meritorious and, ac¬ 
cordingly, wc shall modify Ordering Par¬ 
agraph (T) of the June 2. 1975 order in 
these proceedings to permit Great Lakes 
to include in its rate base in Docket No. 
RP75-94 the cost attributable to the con¬ 
struction of those facilities certificated 
on a temporary basis in Ordering Para¬ 
graph <N) of the June 2, 1975. order 
which will be in actual service on or be¬ 
fore November 14, 1975. Consistent with 
our treatment of Mich Wise and North¬ 
ern In the aforementioned July 25, 1975. 
order, we shall require Great Lakes, 
should it ultimately fail to receive per¬ 
manent certification for this service and 
these facilities, to file substitute tariff 
sheets reflecting exclusion of these costa 
and to refund any amounts collected 
pursuant to this order. 

The Commission further finds: 

Good cause exists to grant Great Lakes’ 
August 8. 1975. motion for reconsidera¬ 
tion of Ordering Paragraph (T) of the 
order of June 2, 1975, in these proceed¬ 
ings, and, upon reconsideration, to mod¬ 
ify Raid paragraph as provided In 
Ordering Paragraph (A) of this order, 
below. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Great Lakes' August 8, 1975. mo¬ 
tion for reconsideration of Ordering Par¬ 
agraph <T) of the aforementioned 
June 2, 1975, order is hereby granted, 
and said paragraph is modified to read 
as follows: 

<T) With respect to the facilities for 
which we issued temporary certificates 
to Mich Wise in Paragraphs (I) and 
<P> above, to Great Lakes in Paragraph 
iN > above, and to Mich Con in Para- 
sntph <R) above, each grantee shall be 
permitted, upon submission of an ap¬ 
propriate filing under Section 4 of the 
Natural Gas Act, to reflect in its respec- 
uve rate base all relevant costs associated 
with facilities which have been con¬ 
structed and are or will be in actual serv¬ 
ice within Ms particular test period, sub¬ 
ject to adjustment and refund in the 
event i^rmanent certification therefor is 
not forthcoming, issuance of said tem¬ 
porary authorizations is without preju- 
Oice to such final disposition of the 
applications for certificates of public 
convenience and necessity as the record 
may require. 

V* Sectary shall cause prompt 
5g£gJ* of this order in the Federal 

B ? Gve Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plum*. 

Secretary. 

tPR °oc,75-24804 FUed 9-17-75:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. CP74 157J 

MICHIGAN WISCONSIN PIPE LINE CO. 

Notice of Withdrawal of Protest and 
Request for Formal Hearing 

September 10, 1975. 

On September 4, 1975, General Motors 
Corporation filed a notice of withdrawal 
of its protest and request for formal 
hearing, filed on July 31. 1975, in the 
above-designated matter. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to 
Section 1.1 Ud) of the Commission's 
Rules of Practice and Procedure, with¬ 
draw^ of the protest and request for 
formal hearing, filed in the above matter 
by General Motors Corporation on July 
31, 1975, will become effective on October 
6, 1975. General Motors Corporation is 
not withdrawing its petition for leave to 
intervene out of time, which was also 
contained in the July* 31. 1975 filing. 

Kenneth P. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

|TO Doc 75 24807 Filed 9-17-73:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. RP71-125. POA4-4A| 

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE COMPANY OF 
AMERICA 

Order Granting Reconsideration and 
Dismissing Respondent 

September 10. 1975. 

By order dated July 7, 1975. we set a 
date for hearing in this proceeding to 
determine whether the increased costs 
claimed by Natural Gas Pipeline Com¬ 
pany of America (Natural) in its rate 
increase filings in the instant docket 
relating to 180-day emergency gas pur¬ 
chases at rates in excess of Opinion No. 
699-H levels are Justified. In so doing we 
also made those selling to Natural re¬ 
spondents so that they could present cost 
evidence to demonstrate that the rates 
charged by them arc Just and reasonable. 
Among the respondents listed in the Ap¬ 
pendix to the July 7 order was Mara¬ 
thon Oil Company 'Marathon). 

On August 7, 1975. Marathon filed an 
application for reconsideration of our 
July 7 order wherein it avers that the 
difference between the amount it charged 
Natural on its 180-day emergency sale 
and the amount it would have been en¬ 
titled to charge under Opinion No. 699-H 
(Docket No. R-389-B, issued December 
4, 1974) is de minimis. It submitted a 
tabulation with its application showing 
that when Btu adjustment are made with 
the volumes nnd prices involved, this dif¬ 
ference for Marathon's interest amounts 
to only $119.44. Marathon offered to re¬ 
fund this amount to Natural. If this was 
necessary for its application to be 
granted. 

Based on Marathon's showing, the 
Commission finds that the dollar amount 
of Marathon's rates in this proceeding is 
do mtnlmis and that for that reason 
Marathon’s status as a respondent is not 
essential to the public interest. There¬ 
fore, the voluntary refund offered by 
Marathon will not be accepted. The ad¬ 


ministrative expense of making such a 
refund would probably exceed iU 
amount. 

The Commission orders: 

Marathon is hereby dismissed as a re¬ 
spondent in this proceeding effective as 
of issuance of this order. 

By the Commission. 

I seal! Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc 73-24898 Filed 9-17-75;8:45 am| 


|Docket No. EK7S-97I 

NEPOOL EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

Notice of Filing of Amendments to the 
New England Power Pool Agreement 

September 10, 1975. 

Take notice that on September 2, 1975. 
the NEPOOL Executive Committee filed 
an Agreement Amending NEPOOL 
Power Pool Agreement (Amendment), 
dated June 1, 1975 which modifies the 
provisions of the New England Power 
Pool Agreement, dated as of September 
1. 1971. 

The Amendment provides a reduced 
level of payments by pool Participants 
for specified Capability Responsibility 
adjustments charges made pursuant to 
Section 9.4(d) of the NEPOOL Agree¬ 
ment. Hie Amendment further provides 
that no pool Participants shall be re¬ 
quired to make any Capability Respon¬ 
sibility deficiency charge payment pur¬ 
suant to Section 9.4(d) of Uie NEPOOL 
Agreement through the end of the Capa¬ 
bility Period ending October 31.1977. 

The changes to the NEPOOL Agree¬ 
ment aro proposed to become effective on 
October 1, 1975 and will be effective for 
Capability Responsibility adjustment 
charges and Capability Responsibility de¬ 
ficiency charge computations and 
charges to be made after October 31. 
1975 for Capability Periods commencing 
May 1, 1975 and ending October 31, 1977. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to the 
Amendment should on or before Sep¬ 
tember 22. 1975 file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20426, petitions to intervene or protests 
in accordance with the requirements of 
the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or L10>. Persons 
wishing to become parties to a proceed¬ 
ing or to participate as a party in any 
hearing related thereto must file peti¬ 
tions to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it In determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Copies of this filing ore on file 
with tho Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|TO Doc 75-24899 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am] 
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| Docket No. 0-3082. etc ] 

NORTHEAST BLANCO DEVELOPMENT 
CORP. 

Findings and Order After Statutory Hearing 
Issuing Certificates of Public Conven¬ 
ience and Necessity, Amending Order 
Issuing Certificate, Making Successors 
Co-Respondents, and Accepting FPC 
Gas Rate Schedules and Supplements 
Thereto for Filing 

September 9. 1975. 

In the matter of Northeast Blanco 
Development Corp., Docket No. G-3982, 
Thayer H. Laurie and David N. Mills, 
Trustees. Docket No. CI76-47; Thayer H. 
Laurie, Docket No. CI70-48; Northeast 
Blanco Development Corp.. Blackwood & 
Nichols Co.. Ltd.. Thayer H. Laurie and 
David N. Mills, Trustees, and Thayer H. 
Laurie, Docket Nos. RI72-82 and RI75- 
69. 

On July 23,1975, Thayer H. Laurie and 
David N. Mills. Trustees, in Docket No. 
CI7G-47 and Thayer H. Laurie In Docket 
No. CI70-48 filed applications pursuant 
to Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act 
for certificates of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing Applicants to con¬ 
tinue in part in lieu of Northeast Blanco 
Development Corp. (Northeast Blanco) 
sales of natural gas in interstate com¬ 
merce to El Paso Natural Gas Company 
(El Paso) from the Blanco Field, 8an 
Juan and Rio Arriba Counties, New Mex¬ 
ico, all as more fully set forth in tl*e 
applications. 

Northeast Blanco had been making the 
subject sales under a contract dated 
March 18, 1953. on file as its FPC Oas 
Rate Schedule No. 1. pursuant to cer¬ 
tificate authorization in Docket No. G- 
3982. Said contract was terminated by 
its own terms on October 20.1974. Appli¬ 
cants acquired their interests in the pro¬ 
ducing properties as of March 1, 1975, 
by assignments dated March 20, 1975; 
and Applicants have executed replace¬ 
ment contracts with El Paso dated March 
1,1975. Northeast Blanco had been mak¬ 
ing soles to El Paso subject to refund in 
Docket Nos. RJ72-82 and RI75-69. 

After due notice by publication in the 
Federal Register on August 15, 1975 (40 
FR 34475). no petitions to Intervene, no¬ 
tices of Intervention, or protests to the 
granting of the applications have been 
Bled. A ^ 

At a hearing held on September 4, 
1975, the CommLssion on Its own motion 
received and made a part of the record 
in this proceeding all evidence, includ¬ 
ing the applications and exhibits thereto, 
submitted in support of the authoriza¬ 
tions sought herein, and upon considera¬ 
tion of the record. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) Thayer H. Laurie and David N. 
Mills. Trustees, and Thayer H. Laurie 
will be engaged in the sale of natural gas 
in interstate commerce for resale and 
each will, therefore, be a "natural-gas 
company” within the meaning of the 
Natural Gas Act upon the commence¬ 
ment of the sales authorized herein. 

(2) The sales of natural gas by Appli¬ 
cants will be made In Interstate com¬ 
merce subject to the Jurisdiction of the 


Commission and such sales are subject 
to the requirements of Subsections (c> 
and (e> of Section 7 of the Natural Gas 
Act. 

(3) Applicants are able and willing 
properly to do the acts and to perform 
the service proposed and to conform to 
the provisions of the Natural Gas Act and 
the requirements, rules, and regulations 
of the Commission thereunder. 

(4) The sales of natural gas by Ap¬ 
plicants. together with the construction 
and operation of any facilities subject to 
the Jurisdiction of the Commission nec¬ 
essary therefor, are required by the pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity, and certif¬ 
icates therefor should be issued as here¬ 
inafter ordered and conditioned. 

(5) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Na¬ 
tural Gas Act and the public convenience 
and necessity require that the order is¬ 
suing a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity in Docket No. G-3982 
should be amended, that Applicants 
should be made co-respondents in the 
proceedings pending In Docket Nos. 
RI72-82 and RI75-69, and that the rate 
filings submitted by Applicants should be 
accepted, all as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Certificates of public convenience 
and necessity are issued upon the terms 
and conditions of this order authorizing 
the sales for resale of natural gas by 
Applicants to El Paso, together with the 
construction and operation of any facili¬ 
ties subject to the Jurisdiction of the 
Commission necessary therefor, all as 
hereinbefore described and as more fully 
described in the applications in this 
proceeding. 

(B) The certificates issued In para¬ 
graph (A) above and the rights granted 
thereunder are not transferable and 
shall be effective only so long as Appli¬ 
cants continue the acts or operations 
hereby authorized In accordance with the 

■.provisions of the Natural Gas Act and 
tlie requirements, rules, and regulations 
of the Commission. 

(C) The grant of the certificates is¬ 
sued in paragraph (A) above shall not be 
construed as a waiver of the require¬ 
ments of Section 4 of the Natural Oas 
Act or of Part 154 or Part 157 of the 
Commission's Regulations thereunder 
and is without prejudice to any findings 
or orders which have been or which may 
hereafter be made by the Commission 
in any proceeding now pending or here¬ 
after instituted by or against Applicants. 
Further, our action in this proceeding 
shall not foreclose or prejudice any fu¬ 
ture proceedings relating to the opera¬ 
tion of any price or related provisions in 
the gas purchase contracts herein in¬ 
volved. The grant of the certificates 
herein for service to the particular cus¬ 
tomer involved shall not imply approval 
of all of the terms of the contracts, par¬ 
ticularly as to the cessation of service 
upon termination of said contracts as 
provided by Section 7(b) of the Natural 
Gas Act. The grant of the certificates 
herein shall not be construed to preclude 
the Imposition of any sanctions pursuant 
to provisions of the Natural Gas Act for 


the unauthorized commencement of any 
sale of natural gas subject to said 
certificates. 

(D) Applicants shall each charge and 
collect a total of 29.33 cents per Mcf at 
15.025 psia, subject to refund in Docket 
No. RI72-82. for sales from March 1, 
1975. to April 21. 1975; a total of 53 98 
cents per Mcf at 15.025 psia. subject to 
refund in Docket No. RI75-69 for sales 
from April 21. 1975, until July 23. 1975; 
and the national rate, as adjusted, for 
sales from July 23, 1975. 

<E> Applicants are each made a co¬ 
respondent in the proceedings pending 
in Docket Nos. RI72-82 and RI75-69 and 
said proceedings are redesignated ac¬ 
cordingly. 

(F) The order issuing a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity in 
Docket No. G-3982 to Northeast Blanco 
is amended by deleting therefrom au¬ 
thorization to sell natural gas from the 
properties from which Applicants are 
herein authorized to continue the sale# 
of gas, and in all other respects said 
order, as amended, shall remain in full 
force and effect. 

<G> The following rate filings .sub¬ 
mitted by Applicants are accepted for 
filing and are designated and shall be 
effective as indicated: 


DraertMlon mmI (lfttr of 
instillment 


Koch *ppli' 
CAIlVfPPC 

giuraU 

sclwduto d*U> 


No. Dapple 
mrnt 


Contract Air. IS, 1958.. 

Amendment Oi l. 30, IWI-. 
Amendment Juno 4. I'>56... 
Amendment May 14,1956... 
A.tuRunn ut Mar. 36. PI75... 
Contract Mar. I, I5C5.—... 
Notice of change July 7 V 
I'/TJL 



By the Commission. 


Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 


[SEAL] 

|FR Doc.75-24807 Filed 9-17-76;8:45 am) 


(Docket No. RP73-48. PGA76-11 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 

Rate Change Pursuant to Purchased Gas 
Cost Adjustment Provision 

September 9. 1975 . 

Take notice that Northern Natural 
Gas Company on August 29, 1975. Jten¬ 
dered for filing Tenth Revised Sheet no. 
3a of its FPC Gas Tariff, Original \w- 
umc No. 4. The proposed change to be¬ 
come effective October 1, 1975 woil 
decrease the rate per Mcf to^ jurisdic¬ 
tional customers by 1.72f per Mcf. Tn. 
change results from the net effect oi 
PGA and a general increase at 
No. RP75-86 filed by Colorado 
to become effective October 1, 1975 *. c y?! 

rndo Interstate is the pipeline supplier to 

Northern for sales made under ^ oluir * 
No. 4. . _ 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
the Gas Utility Customers and Interested 
State Commissions. 
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Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said tiling should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with 44 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure 118 CFR 1.8. 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before September 22, 1975. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission In de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
uken. but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
tiling are on file with the Commission and 
arc available for public inspection. 

Kenneth P. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

| FR Doc 76 24800 Piled 9-17 75;8 4$ om| 


[Docket No. E-9497, E-8068, and E-Q118} 
OHIO EDISON CO. 

Notice of Extension of Procedural Oates 
September 10. 1975. 

On September 5, 1975, Staff Counsel 
f.led a motion to extend the procedural 
dates fixed by order issued August 5. 
1975, in the above-designated proceed¬ 
ing. The motion states that the parties 
have been notified and have no objection. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates In the 
above matter are modified as follows: 

Service of Staff Testlmonv, November 
20, 1975. 

Service of Intervener Testimony, De¬ 
cember 4, 1975. 

Service of Company Rebuttal, Decem¬ 
ber 18, 1975. 

Hearing, January 6. 1976 <10:00 a.in. 

EST). 

Kenneth F Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR Doc.75-24900 Filed 9-!7-75;8:45 amj 


Mooxr Diablo Meridian. Cat iroit.vt* 

T. 22 N, R 3 E„ 

Sec. 8 . 

T. 23 N . R. 3 E., 

Sec*. 2. 22. 2$. 

T. 24 N., R. 3 E.. 

Secs. 24. 20. 26. 

T. 24 N.. R. 4 E.. 
sec. 24. 

T. 26 N., B. 4 E,. 

Secs. 2. 3, 10. IX. 12. 12. 14. 32. 23. 

T. 25 N., R. 5 K.. 

Sec. 19. 

T. 26 N.. R. 8 E . 

Sec. 30. 

A re-examination of our records shows 
that about 2,000 of the 2.235 acres were 
erroneously Included in the notice. This 
occurred because full subdivisions, rather 
than pertinent portions of subdivisions, 
were described in the sections underlined 
above. 

A fifty-year minor-part license for 
Project No. 803 was Issued to PG&E on 
October 12. 1929. Several abandoned 
canals were eliminated from the license 
by Commission order Issued February 18. 
1975, as corrected by erratum notice 
dated March 31, 1975. The lands affected 
by the abandoned canals were restored 
to a satisfactory condition. 

The following described lands, aggre¬ 
gating approximately 162.83 acres, are 
included in Project No. 803 as presently 
licensed: 

Mount Diablo MMudiam, Cujrotva 

All portion* of the following deiicrJbrd sub¬ 
divisions lying within the boundary of Proj¬ 
ect No. 803 a* shown on map Exhibit K 
•hect* 1, 3, and 4 of 4 (FPO Noe. 803-2, -13. 
and -14) and described an pages 1-13, 89-80. 
and 63-88 of Exhibit C. 

T 22 N.. R. 3 E.. 

See. 8 , lot 2 (part of NE^NWUNEVfc), 
S*%SWKNE*. NE*4SE^hW\4. 
NW»45E^. and NW^SW^BEV 
T. 23 Ns. R. 3 R.. 

Sec. 2.S&NK1A; 

See. 23, lot 3 (NW^NW*;), lot 4 <SW «4 
NWfc),and lot 9 (KW‘* 8 W' 4 |; 

See. 28. E'.SW^KK^. 

T. 24 N.. R. 3 B.. 


| Project No. 8031 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC CO. 

Order Partially Vacating Land Withdrawal 
Under Section 24 of the Federal Power Act 

September 10. 1975. 

In order to effectuate proposed land 
exchanges the Forest 8crv1cc. United 
States Department of Agriculture, 
has requested the vacation of the 
withdrawal for Project No, 803 'DeSabla- 
Centerviffe Project) insofar as it per¬ 
tains to certain lands In secs. 10. 32. 
and 33. T. 25. N„ R. 4 E.. Mount Diablo 
Meridian, California, thereby requiring 
Commission consideration under Section 
-•4 of the Federal Power Act. 

By letters dated November 21, 1927, 
to the General Land Office (now Bureau 
oi land Management) this Commission 
ITave notice of the withdrawal of approx¬ 
imately 2.235 acres of United States 
in the following described sections pur- 
suant to the filing on May 3. 1927, by the 
Paa ^ c Gas Electric Company 

'PG&Ei 0 f an application for license for 
Project No. 803. 


See. 24. NWH8WI4: 

s«5. 20. lot 1 (trWl*NK'i). and lot 2 (NE(4 
NW14); 

Bee. 96, unpatented portion of lot 1 (part 
of SfcNB^SW*). 

T. 25 N.. R. 4 E„ 

Sec. 12, unp*tented portions of SE^SWU 
and SW«48EV4: 

Sec. 13. unptitcnted portion* of NE*4, EU 
NW^.andNE^SK^. 

T. 23 N . R. 5 E.. 

Sec. 18. lot 3 (NW&SWf*), and NEU 
KW%. 

T. 20 N., R. 5 E,. 

Sec. 30. 8HNK*4. 3E%NW^. E^8W%, and 
W&SE*4. 

The Commission finds: 

The withdrawal for Project No. 803 
serves no useful purpose insofar as it 
pertains to lands lying beyond the limits 
of the project as licensed and should be 
vacated to that extent. 

The Commission orders: 

The withdrawal pursuant to the ap¬ 
plication for Project No. 803 is hereby 
vacated insofar as it pertains to lands 
lying beyond the boundary of the project 
as shown on map Exhibit K sheets 1. 3. 


and 4 of 4 <FPC Nos. 303-2. -13. and -14) 
and described on pages 1-13. 59-80. and 
83-88 of Exhibit C. 

By the Commission. 

f seal 1 Kenntth P. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75-24806 FUcd 8-17-75:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. CP76 72] 

PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPE LINE CO. 

Application 

September 11,1975. 

Take notice that on September 2,1975, 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company 
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1642. Houston. 
Texas 77001, filed In Docket No. CP76-72 
an application pursuant to Section 7<c> 
of the Natural Oas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity author¬ 
izing the acquisition of a pipeline gather¬ 
ing system by purchase from Panhandle 
Western Oas Company (Panhandle 
Western) and the operation of the sys¬ 
tem. all as more fully set forth In the 
application on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicant requests authorization to ac¬ 
quire all of tiie gathering facilities of 
Panhandle Western that arc located in 
Weld County. Colorado, together with all 
right-of-way casements, permits, and 
property rights affecting the facilities. 
The facilities to be acquired are said to 
consist of approximately 44.015 miles of 
pipeline, (10.302 miles of 3-Inch pipeline. 
13.460 miles of 4-Inch pipeline. 11.021 
miles of 6-lnch pipeline and 9.232 miles 
of 8-inch pipeline), 26 measuring and 
regulating stations, and liquid collection 
facilities. 

Applicant alleges that the wells con¬ 
nected to the system proposed to be pur¬ 
chased were among the first drilled in 
the Denver-Julesburg Basin in eastern 
Colorado, and little was known at the 
time concerning the nature of the reser¬ 
voir. The gas was sold from this system 
to Western Slope Gas Company under a 
four year contract which will terminate 
on September 1, 1975. it Is stated. Appli¬ 
cant proposes to deliver the gas for ex¬ 
change purposes to Colorado Interstate 
Gas Company, a division of Colorado In¬ 
terstate Corporation. No additional sales 
of gas are proposed In the instant appli¬ 
cation. 

Applicant would pay to Panhandle 
Western $1,247,101 which price is stated 
to be the depreciated book value of the 
facilities. The price of the facilities would 
be financed from cash on hand or from 
funds generated through operations. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Octo¬ 
ber 2. 1975, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington. D.C. 20426, a 
petition to Intervene or a protest la ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure <18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
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in determining U*c appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must Mo a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the Jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure. a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate 15 required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to Intervene is timely Med. or 
if the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is re¬ 
quired. further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will bo 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenntth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

|pr Doc.75-24908 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am] 


| Docket No. CI72 5901 
PHILLIPS PETROLEUM CO. 

Application 

September 11.1975. 

Take notice that on August 21. 1975. 
Phillips Petroleum Company (Appli¬ 
cant) , Bartlesville, Oklahoma 74004, Med 
In Docket No. CI72-590 an application 
pursuant to Section 7(b) of the Natural 
Oas Act for permission and approval to 
abandon in part the sale of surplus resi¬ 
due gas to El Paso Natural Oas Company 
(El Paso) attributable to gas purchased 
from production in Ector County, Texas, 
all as more fully set forth in the appli¬ 
cation on Me with the Commission and 
open to public inspection. 

Applicant states that it is authorized 
to sell gas to El Paso pursuant to a sur¬ 
plus residue gas purchase agreement 
from its Goldsmith Plant. Ector County. 
Texas by order of the Commission of 
May 31.1972 (47 FPC 1434). It Is further 
stated that approximately 7,000 Mcf per 
day of residue that Applicant delivers to 
El Paso Is attributable to purchases from 
Gulf Oil Corporation (Oulf) from acre¬ 
age, the mineral ownership of which re¬ 
verted to Texaco Inc.. Southland Royalty 
Company, et al., (Texaco) on August 8 . 
1975. Applicant requests the permission 
and approval of the Commission to aban¬ 
don those sales of residue gas attributa¬ 
ble to production from Gulf's, now Tex¬ 
aco’s interest, inasmuch as Applicant is 
no longer purchasing and can no longer 
sell the residue gas attributable to pro¬ 
duction from those interests to El Paso. 

It is stated that Texaco and El Paso 


have concluded an interim agreement, 
whereby the volumes attributable to the 
acreage in question would be delivered 
to El Paso at the tailgate of Applicant’s 
Goldsmith Plant. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Octo¬ 
ber 1. 1975. Me with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426. a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
Med with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it In determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but w’ill not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must Me a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission's 
Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure. a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that permission 
and approval for the proposed abandon¬ 
ment are required by the public con¬ 
venience and necessity. If a petition for 
leave to intervene is timely Med, or if 
the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary, 

(TO Doc.75-24009 Plied 9-17-75:8:46 am] 


| Docket NO. RP73-49 POA76-11 

SOUTH GEORGIA NATURAL GAS CO. 

Revision to Tariff 

September 10, 1975. 

Take notice that on September 2. 1975. 
South Georgia Natural Gas Company 
(South Georgia) tendered for filing as 
part of Original Volume No. 1 to its FPC 
Gas Tariff the following revised tariff 
sheets: 

Thirteenth Revised Sheet No. 3A. 

Thirty-Eighth Revised Sheet No. 5. 

Thirty-Seventh Revised Sheet No. 6 . 

Twenty-Ninth Revised Sheet No. 9. 

Twenty-Eighth Revised Sheet No. 11. 

Thirty-Second Revised Sheet No. 12B. 

South Georgia states that the above 
sheets represent a rate change under Its 
PGA Clause, such clause approved to be¬ 
come effective April 14.1973 by Commis¬ 
sion Order in FPC Docket No. RP73-49 


Issued April 13, 1973. The Company fur¬ 
ther states that it proposes to increase its 
rates $3,835,065 for the purpose of track¬ 
ing a rate increase filing in FPC Docket 
No, RP75-84 made by Southern Natural 
Gas Company (Southern), on March 31, 
1975. The instant filing will increau> 
South Georgia’s cost of gas $5,786,474 
annually. An effective date of October 16, 
1975 is requested. 

By Order issued May 15, 1975 in FPC 
Docket No. RP75-84, the Commission ac¬ 
cepted for filing and suspended until Oc¬ 
tober 16. 1975 the tendered tariff sheets 
subject to the condition that 8 outhcm 
file prior to October 16. 1975 substitute 
tariff sheets reflecting the exclusion of 
costs associated with facilities not certifi¬ 
cated and in service by October 16, 1975 
and $ 12.0 million in Interest reimbur e- 
ment payments to producers. 

South Georgia requests that Its ten¬ 
dered tariff sheets be accepted for filing 
effective October 16, 1975 subject to the 
condition that South Georgia file substi¬ 
tute revised tariff sheets to reflect the re¬ 
duction in Southern’s rate increase re¬ 
quired by the Commission's Order t 5 sued 
May 15. 1975 in Docket No. RP75-81 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or protest with the Fed¬ 
eral Pow r er Commission, 825 North Capi¬ 
tol Street, N.E.. Washington. D.C. 2042$, 
in accordance with Sections 1.8 and UO 
of the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before September 26,1975. Protests 
will be considered by the Commbaion in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

JFK Doc.75-24805 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 fvm| 


(Docket No. RP76-84] 
SOUTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 

Proposed Changes In FPC Gas Tariff 
September 11,1975. 

Take notice that Southern Natural 
Gas Company (Southern), on Septem¬ 
ber 9. 1975. tendered for filing proposed 
changes in its FPC Gas Tariff. Sixth Re¬ 
vised Volume No. 1. The propo^ 
changes are In substitution for a P rf ' 
ously Med increase and w r ould increase 
revenues from Jurisdictional sate? 
service by $71,670,314 based on the 12- 
month period ending December 31,19 * 
as adjusted. Southern states that the 
feet of the enclosed revised tariff 
is to reduce the proposed Jurisdictional 
revenues as filed In Docket No. RP7^-« 
from $461,969,114 to $403,672,046 as re¬ 
vised herein. Including a $33,584,569 re¬ 
duction In the cost of purchased gas* 
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Southern states that on March 31. 
1975. Southern Hied a general rate in¬ 
crease In Docket No. RP75-84 to become 
effective on May 16. 1075. By Its order 
issued May 15, 1975* the Commission ac¬ 
cepted the revised tariff sheet for filing 
snd suspended its use until October 16. 
1975, subject to the condition that: 

. . before October 18. 1975, South¬ 
ern Natural shall file substitute rates to 
be effective October 16, 1975, reflecting 
the elimination from its proposed rates 
oi costs associated with facilities not cer¬ 
tificated and in service by that date and 
the $ 12.0 million interest reimbursement 
payments to producers reflected In the 
instant filing.” 

Southern states that as required by the 
Commission’s May 15, 1975 order, the 
proi>osed tariff sheet, as well as the 
amended sheets to Statements A through 
K. reflect reduced rates resulting from 
the elimination of costs associated with 
facilities not certificated and in service 
by October 16,1975 and the $12.0 million 
interest reimbursement payments to pro¬ 
ducers. In addition, the proposed tariff 
.sheet reflects a reduction in rates due to 
the substitution of the currently effective 
level of purchased gas cost and surcharge 
represented In Southern's presently ef¬ 
fective rates os filed on May 16. 1975 In 
Docket No. RP73-64 and which became 
effective July 1. 1975. 

In its filing, Southern says that the 
proposed tariff sheet utilizes the method 
of rate design set out in Opinion No. 671 
<United Gas Pipe Line Company , 50 FPC 
1348 (1973)). According to the Commis¬ 
sion's recent orders, unless interstate 
pipelines design their rates in accordance 
with Opinion No. 671, "they may be sub¬ 
ject to undercollections if after hearing 
and decision we find their rate design 
improper.” Southern says it cannot as¬ 
sume such a risk. Consequently. Southern 
states that it is flling the proposed tariff 
sheet conforming with the rate design 
principles in Opinion No. 671. Southern 
has also filed an alternate proposed tariff 
sheet accomplishing the same rate reduc¬ 
tions set out above but utilizing the rate 
design Included in Southern's March 31, 
1975 flling herein. 


Southern requests that the proposed 
tariff sheet be made effective on October 
16, 1975 without suspension. Since the 
proposed tariff sheet contains the same 
costs included in Southern's rate filing 
modified In accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s May 15 order. Southern re¬ 
spectfully requests that the Commission 
roan such waivers as are necessary to 
implement the proposed tariff sheet on 
October 16. 1975 os provided in the May 
15 order. 

these *•*** sheets. Southern 
cbiims that it does not waive its right to 
appropriate rate design for its 
™ the hearings directed by the 

May 15, 1975 order. 

fhno ncurrenUy ’ Southern says that it is 
.L?,* ”J, oUon to place the proposed 
° n ° cWber 16 , 1975 . or in 
c * f the Comm lsston does not ac- 
witL^ e proposed tariff sheet for filing 
Without suspension as requested herein, 


to place the alternate proposed tariff 
sheet in effect on October 16. 1975. 

Copies of the filing have been served 
upon Southern’s Jurisdictional customers, 
interested state public service commis¬ 
sions. and all parties of record. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NJE., Washintgon. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commissio n’s R ules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure 418 CFR 1.8. 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or be¬ 
fore October 1 . 1975. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission In determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken, 
but will not serve to make protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of this filing 
are on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth P. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

IFH Doc.75-24910 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am] 


[Docket Nos, RP73-113, RP75-91-3) 

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO. 

Notice of Tariff Tiling 

September 10.1975. 

Take notice that on September 2 , 1975. 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a Di¬ 
vision of Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee) filed 
revised tariff sheets to the FPC Gas 
Tariff consisting of the following to be 
effective October 3, 1975: 

Ninth Revised Volume No. 1 

Substitute Fifth Revised Sheet Nos. 

227 27A anH OQO 

Fifth Revised Sheet Nos. 231 and 233. 

Tennessee states that these revised 
tariff sheets are filed to correct certain 
errors In Its filing of August 1 . 1975, In 
these dockets which were withdrawn on 
August 29. 1975, as well as to reflect cer¬ 
tain additional changes necessary to 
make its Index of Purchasers current. 

Tennessee states that copies of the 
fifing have been mailed to all of its juris¬ 
dictional customers and affected state 
regulatory commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington. D.Q. 20426. in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 18. 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before October 2 . 1975. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the preceding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene; provided, 
however, that any person who has pre¬ 
viously filed a petition to intervene in 
this proceeding is not required to file a 
further petition. Copies of this filing are 


on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

|FR Doc.75-24901 Filed 9-17-7S;8:45 am) 


[Docket No. E-7929) 

TOLEDO EDISON CO. 

Refunds of Charges Pursuant to 
Settlement Agreement 

September 9, 1975. 

Take notice that on September 3,1975, 
The Toledo Edison Company tendered 
for flling a Schedule of Refunds show¬ 
ing amounts refunded to Its Wholesale 
Municipal customers as the result of Set¬ 
tlement. Such filing Is made pursuant to 
Ordering Paragraph P of the Commis¬ 
sion Order Conditionally Approving Set¬ 
tlement In the abovc-captioned docket 
dated June 17, 1975. 

Toledo Edison states that the amounts 
refunded were calculated as required by 
Ordering Paragraph E of the Commis¬ 
sion’s June 17, 1975 order and consist of 
the difference between the amounts col¬ 
lected under existing rates and the 
amounts that would have been collected 
under the settlement agreement together 
with interest thereon computed at a rate 
of 7 percent per annum. 

Toledo Edison states that the amounts 
shown on the Schedule of Refunds have 
been paid to the affected customers on or 
before the date of this filing and that 
copies of this filing have been served 
upon all Its jurisdictional customers and 
all parties of record in this docket 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, N.E., Washington. DC. 20426 in 
accordance with 55 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8. 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before September 22 . 1975. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission In de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of tills 
flling are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public Inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75 24801 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am) 


[Docket No. CP76-68J 

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE 
CORP. 

Application 

September 9. 1975. 

Take notice that on August 28. 1975, 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corpo¬ 
ration (Applicant). P.O. Box 1396, Hous¬ 
ton, Texas 77001. filed in Docket No. 
CP76-68 an application pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
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necessity authorizing the operation of 
facilities to provide an additional point 
of delivery of natural gas from Eliz¬ 
abeth town Gas Company «Elizabeth¬ 
town), all as more fully set forth in the 
application on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicant states that Elizabethtown 
proposes to deliver natural gas to Ap¬ 
plicant for transportation at additional 
point in the Bancker Field. Vermilion 
Parish. Louisiana, purchased from 
Elizabethtown's production affiliate, Na¬ 
tional Exploration Company. The appli¬ 
cation states that the gas to be trans¬ 
ported by Applicant from the additional 
delivery point under Applicant’s Rate 
Schedule X-87 would not increase the 
volumes presently authorized to be trans¬ 
ported since such gas would be in sub¬ 
stitution for volumes being curtailed un¬ 
der Rate Schedule CI>-3. 

The contract between Applicant and 
Elizabethtown provides for a transpor¬ 
tation rate of 22.0 cents per Mcf at 14.7 
psia and for Elizabethtown to cause to 
be made available to Applicant gas 
equivalent to four percent of the sched¬ 
uled daily delivery for compressor fuel 
and line loss. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem¬ 
ber 20. 1975. file with the Federal Power 
Commission. Washington, D.C. 20426. a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) nnd the 
Regulations under the Natural Oas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person washing to become a party to 
a proceeding or to participate as a party 
In any hearing therein must file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the Jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by Sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure. a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to Inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its owm re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is re¬ 
quired, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. • 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|PR Doc 75-24802 Filed 0-17-75:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. RP75-M] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPELINE 
CORPORATION 


Order Denying Rehearing and Stay 
Scptembe* 10. 1975. 

On January 8. 1975, the Commission 
instituted an investigation Into the level 
of curtailment on the system of Trans¬ 
continental Gas Pipeline Corporation 
(Transco) for the 1974 winter heating 
season. Thereafter on July 1, 1975, the 
Commission expanded this investigation 
to determine the need for any curtail¬ 
ment at all by Transco In its 
deliveries to its resale customers. Then 
on August 8. 1975, the Commission first 
of all ordered the Secretary to issue a 
subpoena duces tecum to Transco pur¬ 
suant to the August 1, 1975. order 
of the United States Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia in Trans¬ 
continental Gas Pipeline Corporation v. 
F.P.C., CADC No. 74-2038. and secondly 
ordered Transcos nineteen producers, 
which together furnish Transco with 
80% of its gas supplies, pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 10 of the Natural Oas Act to report 
certain preliminary information to the 
Commission in furtherance of the 
Transco Investigation by August 28.1975. 

On August 21.1975. one of these nine¬ 
teen producers, Superior Oil Company 
(Superior*, applied for rehearing and 
stay of that portion of the latter Au¬ 
gust 8.1975. order stating that this infor¬ 
mation to be submitted by the producers 
"will not be afforded confidential treat¬ 
ment/’ (Slip op. at 8). Specifically, Su¬ 
perior alleges that the material It has 
been ordered to produce, as well as its 
material which Transco possessed and 
supplied to the Commission on August 15. 
1975. pursuant to the subpoena duces 
tecum, are "confidential and proprietary 
matters" protected by the fourth and 
ninth exemptions to disclosure under the 
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)/ 
It furthermore relies upon Section 8(b) 
of the Natural Gas Act to require non¬ 
disclosure of this material by FPC em¬ 
ployees. Superior would have the Com¬ 
mission amend the contested paragraph 
in its August 8. 1975. order to require 
confidential treatment of information 
exempt under the fourth and ninth ex¬ 
emptions. and in the alternative seeks a 
stay of this order so as to require this 
information to be held in confidence until 
It can appeal a denial of rehearing. In 
support of this motion for stay Superior 
asserts that the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Fifth Circuit has recently 
stayed similar orders and required the 
Commission to hold such proprietary ma¬ 
terial in the strictest confidence. 1 

We find that Superior’s application for 
rehearing and motion of stay present no 
basis for changing our August 8. 1975. 
order in this proceeding, and accordingly 
both are denied. To begin with. Superior's 
reliance upon Section 8(b) is misplaced 


for. while it in pertinent part bars agents 
of the Commission from divulging infor¬ 
mation unless otherwise directed by the 
Commission or Court.* * the Commission 
has in fact directed such disclosure where 
appropriate. 4 

Furthermore. Superior misconstrue 
the FOIA and in particular the fourth 
and ninth exemptions thereto. 4 

Both the Courts • and the Commission T 
(with particular emphasis on the fourth 
and ninth exemptions) have viewed the 
FOIA exemptions as a privilege of t he 
agency in question, not of a private party 
attempting to protect the confidentiality 
of the information. These exemptions art 
permissive, not mandatory, that is. they 
permit, but do not require, an agency to 
withhold certain information- Moreover, 
legislative history surrounding to FOIA 
supports this view. 4 Superior's Interpre¬ 
tation would divert the FOIA from its 
primary purpose of opening the admin¬ 
istrative processes to public scrutiny • 
and convert it into an Implement for 
frustrating the Commission’s perform¬ 
ance of its statutory responsibilities. 

It Is Inappropriate for the Commission 
to grant blanket confidentiality to any 
or all material collected In tills docket 
which would fall within the fourth or 
ninth FOIA exemptions: Superior's re¬ 
quest is not ripe. If public disclosure of 
exempt material in the Cbmmtalor/s 
possession is requested, the Commission 
will have to weigh the public interest 
supporting disclosure against the nine¬ 
teen producers’ private interest opposing 
disclosure. Such a Commission deter¬ 
mination requires ad hoc consideration, 
not blanket secrecy before the fact 
Apart from request for disclosure un¬ 
der the FOIA. Superior’s allegation* of 


• 5 v& c. | 552. 

»pennzoil Company, et at. v. FT.C. No. 75- 
2961, (6th Cir. July 29. 1975). 


• . , No member, officer, or employ** of 
the Commission shall divulge any fact or 
information which may com© to his knowl¬ 
edge during the oourae of examination of 
books, records, data, or account*, except In¬ 
sofar oa he may be directed by the Comm!> 
slon or by a court." 

« Order No. 509. Amiiiabifify of Information 
Acquired by Staff Investigation Docket No. 
RM74-24, issued May 2. 1974. 

■ I 562(b) (4): "trade secret* snd commer¬ 
cial or financial Information obtained from 
a person and privileged or confldentiii ” 
I 552(b) (9): -geological and geophysical in¬ 
formation and data, including maps, con¬ 
cerning wells" 

• Moore-McCormack Lines Inc. V. I TO. 
Corporation of Baltimore . 508 F.2d 945. W0 
(4th Cir. 1974): La Morte v. Hansfitld, 
F.2d 448. 451 (2d Cir. 1971). 

• Reliability of Electric and Gas Serncr, 
Opinion No. 687. 51 FPC 464, 473 <1 
Opinion NO. 687-A 51 FPC 1185. 1187 (1974). 
Order No. 526. Natural Gas Companut An¬ 
nual Report of Proved Domestic Gome*- 
serve*: FPC Form No. 40. Docket No. B»t; 
10. issued February 25. J97S (slip op 

and Order No. 509, supra note 4. (Hip °P * 
2 ) 

• H-R. Rep No. 92-1419. 92 Cong M 

Renegotiation Board v. JM*"**^ 1 
Clothing Company , 415 Ufi. 1. ** 

» The instant Transoo curtailment in 
gallon has been Initiated 
by the Commission pursuant to 
and 14 of the Natural Oaa Act, 
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Transco’b oath of confidentiality and the 
proprietary nature of the material to be 
provided by the producers do not neces¬ 
sarily mandate confidential treatment by 
the Commission. If the Commission were 
to determine that part or all of this in¬ 
formation should be placed in the pub¬ 
lic record or included In a public report, 
in furtherance of its Congressionally 
mandated duties to protect the public 
interest, then that material would not 
be treated confidentially“ 

Finally. Superior’s motion for stay 
should be denied because Superior has 
not shown that it is likely to succeed on 
the merits on appeal, that it will suffer 
irreparable harm if the August 8. 1975, 
order is not stayed, that Uie stay would 
not substantially harm other parties, or 
that issuance of the stay would be in the 
public interest.” Superior’s reliance upon 
the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeal’s stay 
In Pennzoil v. F.P.C., supra note 2, is not 
persuasive to the contrary. 

The Commission further finds: 

<l) The assignments of error and 
grounds tor rehearing set forth In the 
application for rehearing filed by Su¬ 
perior on August 21, 1975, present no 
facts or legal principles that would war¬ 
rant any change in or modification of 
the Commission’s August 8, 1975, order 
requiring report. 

<2> Sufficient good cause does not ex¬ 
ist to justify a stay of our August 8.1975, 
order in this docket pending judicial re¬ 
view. 

The Commission orders: 

<A) Superior’s August 21. 1975. appli¬ 
cation for rehearing is hereby denied. 

<B) Superior’s August 21, 1975. motion 
for stay is hereby denied. 

By the Commission. 

fssAL] Kenneth F. Plums. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc 75-24800 Filed 9-!7-75;8:45 am) 


[Docket No. CP73-117. etc.| 

UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. 

Order Denying Motion 

September 10. 1975. 

In the matter of United Gas Pipe Line 
Company. Mississippi River Transmis¬ 
sion Corporation, Natural Oas Pipeline 
Company of America. Southern Natural 
Gas Company. Texas Eastern Transmis¬ 
sion Corporation. Texas Gas Transmis¬ 
sion Corporation; Dockets Nos. CP73-117, 
CP73-168. CP73-169, CP73-170. CP73- 
Hl, CP73-179. CP73-180 and CP73-189 
( I), CP 72-60, CP75-196. 

On October 22. 1971, United Gas Pipe 
line Company (United) filed revised 
tariff sheets embodying the following 
four-priority category interim curtail¬ 
ment plan: 

1. Oas ultimately used by domestic 
consumer* *. 


C1 » FX)X) ' ^hreiher, 381 V3. ! 

aV2« ln ii/ efroIe,,w Jobbers Asocial 

* MO F. 2d Wl (DO. Clr. 1958). 


2. Oas used by direct industrial con¬ 
sumers for process purposes. 

3. Oas used to generate electricity 
which is consumed by domestic custom¬ 
ers. 

4. Gas used for all other industrial 
purposes. 

We accepted the revised tariff sheets by 
order Issued December 14. 1971, and 
made them effective as of November 14. 
1971, deferring any ruling on the Just¬ 
ness and reasonableness of the plan. 

In Opinion No. 647 Issued January 12, 
1973 (49 FPC 179), we approved a five- 
priority category permanent curtailment 
plan for United in Docket Nos. RP7U29 
and RP71-120 to replace Its four- 
priority category interim plan which 
was then in effect. In addition, wc di¬ 
rected United immediately to eliminate 
the boiler fuel preference for gas used 
to generate electricity which is consumed 
by domestic customers by merging cate¬ 
gory 3 into category 4 of its four-priority 
interim plan and to continue to imple¬ 
ment that plan as transformed Into a 
three-priority plan on an interim basis 
pending United’s filing and our accepting 
revised tariff sheets embodying the five- 
priority permanent plan. The categories 
as specified in Opinion No. 647 were as 
follows: 

1. Residential and small commercial 
(less than 50 Mcf on a peak day). 

2. Large commercial requirements (50 
Mcf or more on a peak day) and Indus¬ 
trial requirements for plan protection, 
feedstock and process needs. 

3. Industrial requirements not speci¬ 
fied in priorities 2.4 and 5. 

4. Industrial requirements lor boiler 
fuel use at less than 3,000 Mcf per day. 
but more than 1.500 Mcf per day. where 
alternate fuel capabilities can meet such 
requirements. 

5. Industrial requirements for large 
volume (3.000 Mcf or more per day) 
boiler fuel use where alternate fuel capa¬ 
bilities can meet such requirements. 

While these categories were clarified and 
modified in Opinion No. 647-A issued 
May 30, 1973 ( 49 FPC 1211). and United 
subsequently filed and we accepted re¬ 
vised tariff sheets with an effective date 
of November 15,1973, several requests for 
special relief contained sworn allegations 
of serious and Irreparable prospective in¬ 
jury which resulted in our issuing a tele¬ 
gram order on November 14.1973. direct¬ 
ing United to "preserve the status quo" 
and to "continue curtailment under the 
three priority curtailment plan presently 
in effect until further order of the Com¬ 
mission/’ 

On January 17, 1973. five days after 
we issued Opinion No. 647, we instituted 
a proceeding in Docket No. CP73-189 In 
which we ordered United to show cause 
why it should not abandon its natural 
gas service in priority categories 4 and 5 
of its permanent plan. Additionally, we 
named United’s pipeline customers 1 as 


* Mississippi Hirer Transmission Corpora¬ 
tion. Natural Qm Pipeline Company of Amer¬ 
ica, Southern Natural Oa* Company. Texas 
Eastern TranatnlaaUm Corporation and Texas 
On* Transmission Corporation. 


parties for the limited purpose of obtain¬ 
ing end-use data, and we consolidated 
seven abandonment applications * to de¬ 
termine whether partial abandonment of 
service was in the public Interest stating, 
however, that "our predominant concern 
is with gas being utilized for boiler fuel 
use where alternate fuel capabilities may 
fulfill such requirements." 

By order Issued February 12, 1973, we 
severed the consolidated proceeding into 
Phase I, which included the show cause 
proceeding and those portions of United’s 
abandonment applications involving gas 
usage In priority categories 4 and 5 of its 
Opinion No. 647 plan, and Phase n, 
which included those portions of United's 
abandonment applications involving gas 
usage in priority categories 2 and 3 of 
that plan. 

The healings were subsequently held 
in both phases, and Phase II Is concur¬ 
rently before us on exceptions to Pre¬ 
siding Administrative Law Judge Nahum 
Litt’s Initial Decision. Judge Litt found 
that Phase I is a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment and, accordingly, 
certified an Inquiry as to whether the 
staff siiouId be directed to prepare and 
file an environmental impact statement 
pursuant to the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969. By order Issued Sep¬ 
tember 17. 1974, we established proce¬ 
dures directing the parties to file addi¬ 
tional evidence on the environmental as¬ 
pects of the proposed abandonment and 
directing the staff to review that evi¬ 
dence to determine whether or not an 
environmental Impact statement is ap¬ 
propriate. and thereafter either to pre¬ 
pare and file such a statement or to pre¬ 
pare findings that such a statement is 
inappropriate either because a signifi¬ 
cant environmental impact is not in¬ 
volved "or became of impossibility as in 
the curtailment coses.” On October 17. 
1974, Texas Gas Transmission Corpora¬ 
tion filed a Petition For Rehearing of our 
September 17th order arguing, among 
other matters, that It should not be re¬ 
quired to obtain and/or furnish environ¬ 
mental evidence because it is not an ap¬ 
plicant in this proceeding, and. in addi¬ 
tion. that this proceeding should not be 
continued because there Is a strong like¬ 
lihood that all of United’s boiler fuel 
service will be fully curtailed on an an¬ 
nual basis by the time there is a final 


•In November and December 1972 and 
January 1973 United Bled application* tinder 
Section 7(b) of the Natural Ga* Act seeking 
authorization to abandon It* service together 
with Ita faculties utilized for Its service to 
an American Cyanamid Company plant near 
Pensacola. Florida (Docket No. CP73-117); a 
Stauffer Chemical Company plant near Salco. 
Alabama (Docket No. CP73-168): an Air 
Product* and Chemical*. Inc., plant near 
Florida town. Florida (Docket No. CP73-169); 
a Kentwood Brick and TUe Manufacturing 
Company. Inc., plant near Kentwood. Loui¬ 
siana (Docket No. CP73-170); a Scott Paper 
Company plant at Mobile, Alabama (Docket 
No. CP73-171); * Monsanto Company plant 
near Pensacola, Florida (Docket No. CF73- 

179) and an Allied Paper Incorporated plant 
near Jackson, Alabama (Docket No. CP73- 

180) . 
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and nonappcalable decision which, pre¬ 
sumably, would not occur prior to the 
1976-77 winter season. On November 14, 
1974, wc granted rehearing for the pur¬ 
pose of further consideration. 

On November 8, 1974, the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Fifth 
Circuit Issued a decision In State of Lou¬ 
isiana , et al. v. Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion (503 F.2d 844) vacating United’s 
five-priority category permanent cur¬ 
tailment plan which w*e approved in 
Opinion Nos. 647 and 647-A and order¬ 
ing reinstatement of its four-priority 
category interim curtailment plan which 
was in effect prior to Opinion No. 647, 
stating, among other matters, that we 
should prepare the best environmental 
Impact statement possible in the light of 
the difficulty of the problem In cases of 
curtailment and the llmitatioas on our 
resources, that we should reconsider the 
four-priority plan In the light of the 
standards contained In Section 4<b) of 
the Natural Oas Act and, if that plan 
does not fully satisfy Section 4<b) as one 
to be used permanently, we may then 
turn our attention to the five-priority 
plan. 

By order Issued November 13. 1974, in 
Docket Nos. RP71-29 and RP71-120 we 
found that an immediate change from 
the currently effective three-priority 
plan to the four-priority plan could pro¬ 
duce serious and Irreparable harm. As a 
result, we sought, and on December 13. 
1974, the Fifth Circuit granted, permis¬ 
sion to allow United to curtail under the 
three-priority plan for a reasonable pe¬ 
riod of time pending our decision on 
the remanded matters. In the mean¬ 
while. however, and in view of the Fifth 
Circuit's decision, on December 2. 1974, 
we suspended the procedural schedule 
established by our September 17th order 
"until further order of this Commis¬ 
sion." 

By order issued March 7, 1975. in 
Docket Nos. RP71-29 and RP71-120, we 
directed United to continue curtailment 
under Its three-priority category interim 
plan in the manner prescribed in Opin¬ 
ion Nos. 647 and 647-A until our further 
order, and we divided that proceeding 
into tw'o phases, commencing a hearing 
in Phase I which is to determine prior 
to the 1976-76 winter season whether 
the three-priority interim plan "should 
either (1) remain in effect pending the 
formulation of a permanent plan, or (2) 
be modified by the Commission pursuant 
to Section 5(a)*’ of the Natural Gas Act, 
and directing United to file an environ¬ 
mental impact study and the staff to 
prepare and circulate an environ¬ 
mental impact statement in Phase n 
which is to consider a permanent cur¬ 
tailment plan for United.* And by order 
issued May 2, 1975, we severed from 
those dockets the issues pertaining to 
United*s proposed tariff Section 12.3 
which would provide that United would 


■ On May 6, 1975, Lou Ulan* Power & Ugbt 
Company filed a petition In tbo United 
.States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit 
for review of this order. 


not be liable for the excess cost of sub¬ 
stitute fuel to curtailed customers, and 
which were identical to the Issues in 
United's previously consolidated Docket 
No. RP75-71. for hearing and decision 
in a separate and expedited Phase III. 

On March 12. 1975. Louisiana* sought 
to reopen tills Phase I abandonment pro¬ 
ceeding in the light of our suspension of 
the procedural dates by filing a Motion 
For Order Directing Prehearing Confer¬ 
ence. Defining Scope Of Hearings and 
Establishing Procedures in which Louisi¬ 
ana asserts that if we do not dismiss 
Phase I w^e can dispel the present con¬ 
fusion envlronmentalwise only by issuing 
an order specifying definite procedures. 
Thus, Louisiana urges that a prehearing 
conference should be held to enable 
Judge Litt to resolve under our guidelines 
the conflicting positions of the parties 
concerning the nature and extent of the 
datA to be collected and utilized in 
formulating a draft environmental im¬ 
pact statement. 8 Additionally, Louisiana 
urges that the environmental evidence 
should be available not only for the envi¬ 
ronmental issues but for all relevant and 
material purposes and. consequently, the 
Commission should assure that such evi¬ 
dence Is subjected to cross-examination. 

United and General Motors Corpora¬ 
tion filed separate answers on March 26, 
1975, supporting Louisiana's motion in¬ 
sofar as it urges Commission action 
which would lead to the development of 
additional information for the prepara¬ 
tion and filing of an..environmental im¬ 
pact statement, and opposing that mo¬ 
tion insofar as It would, in effect, re¬ 
open the record for all purposes. Bor¬ 
rowing from Texas Gas Transmission 
Corporation's Petition For Rehearing of 
our order of September 17, 1974. United 
asks us to modify and/or clarify our 
guidelines in Order Nos. 415-C and 485, 
Appendix B. to make those guidelines 
more explicitly applicable to the envi¬ 
ronmental considerations of an aban¬ 
donment proceeding. In United's words, 
we should "specify exactly what factual 
data the pipelines should collect and file, 
so that the environmental evidence avail¬ 
able for the Staff's use in the prepara¬ 


* The State of Louisiana; Louisiana Mu¬ 
nicipal Association; Louisiana Public 8ervlce 
Commission; St. James Pariah Utilities: Town 
of Franklin ton; Norco Oas and Fuel Com¬ 
pany; The Honorable Edwin Edward*. Gov¬ 
ernor; The Honorable William T. Guete, Jr., 
Attorney General; and The Honorable Ray¬ 
mond T. Sutton. Commlwloner, Department 
of Conservation. 

•We note from the dockets that some of 
the parties have filed environmental evidence 
in apparent compliance with our order of 
September 17. 1974. Louisiana assert* that 
the following matters, among others, could 
be resolved at the conference: (1) possible 
methods of remedying deficiencies In certain 
flow-through studies*, (2) the additional data 
and further studies necessary, to translate 
reallocation of gas Into incremental quan¬ 
tities delivered to ultimate customers beyond 
United’s pipeline customers, including the 
environmental Impact of such reallocation 
and (3) possibilities for shortening both the 
data collecting and hearing processes pertain¬ 
ing to the environmental Impact of this 
proceeding. 


tion of its impact statment fsic.l will 
be complete and consistent," United op¬ 
poses a suggestion by General Motors 
Corporation that we consolidate the en¬ 
vironmental aspect of this Phase I aban¬ 
donment proceeding with the environ¬ 
mental aspect of United’s curtailment 
proceeding in Docket Nos. RP71-29 and 
RP71-120. 

Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 
filed a response on the same day oppm- 
ing Louisiana's motion on the ground; 
set out in Us Petition For Rehearing 
supra, that it does not possess any in¬ 
formation bearing on the environmental 
consequences of the proposed abandon¬ 
ments. that it does not possess the ex¬ 
pertise to develop such information and. 
in any event, that the Commission . nd 
its staff have the responsibility for pre¬ 
paring the environmental Impact state¬ 
ment. 

The staff filed an answer on the same 
day opposing Louisiana’s motion on the 
ground that the procedures in this Phase 
I abandonment proceeding should await 
the development of the procedures in 
United's curtailment proceeding in 
Docket Nos. RP71-29 and RP71-120 
stating, 

"If the volumetric impact of abandon¬ 
ment is identical to that of continuing 
curtailment, i.e., that curtailment has or 
will result in discontinuance of the same 
inferior uses that are the subject of 
abandonment, it w r ould seem that the en¬ 
vironmental impact of abandonment 
would be dc minimis as measured against 
curtailment." 

Additionally, the staff recommends that 
we address the assertion that Pha.sc I is 
moot, stating that under United’s rein¬ 
stated three-priority interim curtail¬ 
ment plan "boiler fuel use of natural gas 
for any purpose (including electric gen¬ 
eration for domestic consumption > is 
subordinated to other higher industrial 
use (U.i feedstock) and curtailed rat¬ 
ably within the lowest priority category ” 

On August 8. 1975, United asked us by 
motion to consolidate its abandonment 
proceedings in Docket Nos. CP72-60 and 
CP75-196 with the presently consoli¬ 
dated Docket Nos. CP73-117, CP73-168, 
CP73-169, CP73-170. CP73-171. CP73- 
179, CP73-180. and CP73-189 (Phase I> 
and to set for consideration upon re¬ 
mand "the question what effect, if any, 
the expiration of a contract with a large- 
volume boiler-fuel user should have up¬ 
on United's service to that customer ” 
United States in its motion that in view 
of the magnitude of its natural gas 
shortfall and the likelihood that it will 
continue for the foreseeable future, 
United has not since commencing cur¬ 
tailments in November 1970 entered into, 
renewed or extended contracts to sup¬ 
ply natural gas for utilization as boiler 
fuel other than to extend contracts for 
less than 3.000 Mcf per day. In further¬ 
ance of its policy. United continues, it has 
filed applications under 8ection 7<b) of 
the Natural Oas Act for authorization 
to abandon Its service to users of natural 
gas as boiler fuel upon the expiration of 
their contracts. Among others, it filed 
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applications in Docket No. CP72-60 on 
September 7. 1971, to abandon service to 
a Mississippi Power Company facility; in 
Docket No. CP73-117 on October 30. 
1972. to abandon service to an American 
Cvanamld Company facility and in Dock¬ 
et No. CP75-196 on December 31. 1974. 
to abandon service to an Atlas Process¬ 
ing Company facility, all of which aro 
pending. 

United asserts in its motion that it 
would like to have “Commission guidance 
as to whether it should continue to re¬ 
fuse to extend or renew contracts with 
large-volume boiler-fuel customers 
whose contracts have expired.* 4 • “The 
Issue of abandonment based on contract 
expiration presents issues common to 
many customers/' United asserts, and 
that “la really one facet of the more gen¬ 
eral question in Phase 1 whether and 
under what circumstances the low pri¬ 
ority use of natural gas should be elim¬ 
inated in times of shortage/’ Thus. 
United argues, in view of the extensive 
hearings and record in Phase I to date, 
Phase I is the proceeding which is most 
suitable for considering the “relevance 
of contract expiration to abandonment 
of large-volume boiler-fuel use." 

On August 18. 1975, Air Products and 
Chemicals, Inc., American Cyannmid 
Company, International Paper Company. 
Scott Paper Company, and Stauffer 
Chemical Company filed a combined an¬ 
swer in which they take no position with 
respect to the consolidation of Docket 
Nos CP72-60 and CP75-196 with Docket 
Nos. CP73-117 et al. (Phase I) and urge 
the Commission not to act otherwise on 
United’s motion at this time. On August 
21. 1975, New Orleans Public Service Inc. 
filed an “Objection” to United’s motion 
which we are treating as an opposing 
answer. Similarly, on August 25. 1975, 
Gulf States Utilities Company filed an 
answer urging the Commission not to act 
on United’s motion and Mississippi Power 
k Light Company and the State of Lou¬ 
isiana filed opposing answers. Most of 
those parties to Docket Nos. CP73-117 
et al \ Phase I) call attention to our 
order of January 17. 1973, Initiating the 
show cause proceeding in Docket No. 
CP73-189, in which w*e said (footnotes 
omitted), 

' Subject to the right of the parties to 
be heard on this question, we are of the 
opinion that whether or not a contract 
is in force or has expired, is immaterial 
to a Section 7(b) determination. Once 
United luia commenced service under a 
Commission certificate of public con¬ 
venience and necessity, service may not 
cease until the Commission has author- 
the abandonment. Irrespective of 
contractual obligations. The converse is 


'If It In United*! policy to Ole application* 
under Section 7(b) of the Natural Oas Act 
w authorization to abandon -service upon 
the expiration of contracts for the sale of 
natural gas for utilization a* boiler fuel, we 
would expect that United in Ita self-interest 
r?°i v to be in a position In which 

11 u ~? und Perform under such contracts 
or j»ble for their breach In the event that we 
authorize abandonment. 


also true; if we order abandonment be¬ 
cause the available supply of natural gas 
is depleted to the extent that the con¬ 
tinuation of service Is unwarranted, or 
because the present or future public con¬ 
venience and necessity permits such 
abandonment, service may not lawfully 
continue even If a contractual obliga¬ 
tion exists. An order of abandonment ef¬ 
fects a discharge of contractual duties.* 

and to our order of March 8. 1973. in 
which wc clarified the foregoing, stating 
(footnote omitted). 

“We did not . . . intend to preclude 
the existence or nonexistence of a con¬ 
tract os one factor in arriving at a Sec¬ 
tion 7(b) determination. The weight to 
be afforded to such a factor may be part 
of the hearing. Our intent in the Janu¬ 
ary 17. 1973 order was to indicate that 
the mere fact that a contract expires, 
accompanied by inferior gas usage and 
declining gas supplies, Is not dispositive 
of a Section 7(b) proceeding.” 

Docket No. CP73-117 et al . 

While we are not convinced that 
United’s deepening levels of curtailment 
have made its Phase I abandonment pro¬ 
ceeding in Docket Nos. CP73-117 et al. 
moot In the sense that a justicable con¬ 
troversy lias ceased to exist, or even that 
a Justicable controversy will have ceased 
to exist by the time there is a final and 
non-appealable decision in this phase, 
we have come to the conclusion that it 
would not be appropriate to continue 
Phase I and. consequently, that Docket 
No. CP73-189 should be terminated 
forthwith and that the Phase I portions 
of the remaining dockets should be con¬ 
solidated with their Phase n portions, 
thereby vacating the phasing w f hich we 
ordered on February* 12. 1973. Docket 
No. CP73-189 was Initiated by our show 
cause order of January 17, 1973. and is 
premised upon the continued existence 
of the lowest two categories of United’s 
five-priority category permanent curtail¬ 
ment plan pertaining to gas which is 
being utilized for boiler fuel where al¬ 
ternate fuel capabilities may fulfill such 
requirements. As indicated above, the 
Fifth Circuit vacated that plan and those 
categories in its Louisiana decision, su¬ 
pra, and it has become apparent as evi¬ 
denced by our order of March 7. 1975, 
that we cannot foresee If that permanent 
plan will be reinstated or when some 
other permanent plan will be approved. 

In addition, we now believe that Phase 
I would encounter considerable difficulty 
if it w r cre to be resumed without, in effect, 
starting afresh at least with the evidence 
on environmental matters. If our staff 
is required to prepare and circulate an 
environmental impact statement to en¬ 
able us to comply with the National En¬ 
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 when act¬ 
ing upon a permanent curtailment plan 
for United, as the Fifth Circuit held in 
Louisiana, supra , there is little doubt that 
our staff Is also required to prepare and 
circulate such a statement to enable us 
to so comply when acting upon United’s 
prospective system-wide abandonment of 
service and facilities pertaining to gas 
which Is being utilized for boiler fuel 


where alternate fuel capabilities may ful¬ 
fill such requirements. 1 

8ection 102<2> <C) of the National En¬ 
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 explicitly 
requires an agency’s environmental Im¬ 
pact statement to “accompany the pro¬ 
posal through the existing agency review 
processes.” The obvious purpose of that 
requirement is to assure that the en¬ 
vironmental evidence will be coaddcred 
in connection with the merits of the pro¬ 
posal at every step of the agency process. 
Hence, wc believe that there is merit in 
Louisiana’s position that the environ¬ 
mental evidence in Phase I should be 
available for al! relevant and material 
purposes and, consequently, that we 
should assure that such evidence is sub¬ 
jected to cross-examination. While such 
a position may be tantamount to reopen¬ 
ing the record in Phase I for oil purposes, 
that appears to be one of the untoward 
consequences of getting a late start w here 
an environmental impact statement Is 
required. We note, in this connection, 
that in our order of September 17. 1974, 
we said that the staff should follow the 
procedures In Order No. 415-C (55 2.80, 
2.81 and 2.82 of our General Policy and 
Interpretations) which impose no lim¬ 
itations on the uses which arc made of 
evidence pertaining to environmental 
matters short, of course, of the limita¬ 
tions Inherent in the concepts of rele¬ 
vancy and materiality. 

In brief summary, we find that Phase I 
is diminishing materially In its prospec¬ 
tive importance because of United’s deep¬ 
ening levels of curtailment; that the 
Fifth Circuit’s decision in Louisiana . 
supra . has impaired significantly the 
principal purpose of Phase I; and that 
the record would have to be reopened for 
any relevant and material environmental 
issue which any party might choose to 
raise or any non-party might proffer in 
commenting on a draft environmental 
impact statement. And wc have come to 
the conclusion that it would be In the 
public interest to expend our resources 
elsewhere notwithstanding our consider¬ 
able Investment In Phase I to date. 

United is seeking In Phase n author¬ 
ization under Section 7(b) of the Natu¬ 
ral Gas Act to abandon service and facil¬ 
ities on the condition that the particular 
direct industrial customers fail or refuse 
to pay a higher rate for their natural gas 
service, a regulatory area within which 
we have no direct ratemaking Jurisdic¬ 
tion under Section 5 of the Natural Gas 
Act. In our opinion and order being is¬ 
sued in Phase II concurrently with this 
order we are deciding that United has 
not established under Federal Power 
Commission v. Sierra Pacific Potcer Com¬ 
pany. 350 U.S. 348 <1956), that its direct 
rate not for resale Is so low as to ad- 


»While we might tako the position sug¬ 
gested by the staff that the Incremental ef¬ 
fect* of abandonment would be de minima 
In the light or United's deepening level* of 
curtailment and, consequently, that an en¬ 
vironmental impact statement would not be 
required, we chooee not to risk a court hold¬ 
ing otherwise. 
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Tersely affect the public interest. Ac¬ 
cordingly, we believe that our action 
herein consolidating the Phase I por¬ 
tions of United’s seven abandonment ap¬ 
plications with their Phase II portions, 
thereby vacating the phasing of this pro¬ 
ceeding, does not deprive the parties of 
any substantial rights. Nonetheless, we 
arc including a provision in our concur¬ 
rent opinion and order being Issued in 
Phase II which would allow United or 
any other party to argue < from the perti¬ 
nent parts of the Phase I record in com¬ 
bination with the Phase II record) under 
Sierra that its direct sale rates over the 
entire spectrum of its service to the seven 
customers involved in its abandonment 
applications, as distinguished from its di¬ 
rect sale rates over only its priority cate¬ 
gories 2 and 3 service, is so low as to ad¬ 
versely affect the public interest. 

In view of our decision herein to ter¬ 
minate Docket No. CP73-189 and to con¬ 
solidate the Phase I portions of the re¬ 
maining consolidated dockets with the 
Phase II portions of those dockets, and 
the statements quoted above from our 
orders of January 17 and March 8, 1973, 
we are also denying United’s motion to 
consolidate Docket Nos. CP72-60 and 
CP75-196 with the previously consoli¬ 
dated dockets, and for other relief. In 
doing so, however, we are not preclud¬ 
ing United from being heard on the con¬ 
tract expiration Issues which it might 
raise in any application which it has filed 
or may file under Section 7<b) of the 
Natural Gas Act to abandon natural gas 
service for boiler fuel usage. 

The Commission farther finds: 

In view of our decision to terminate 
Docket No. CP73-189 and consolidate the 
Phase I portions of the remaining 
dockets with their Phase n portions, 
thereby vacating phasing herein, Louisi¬ 
ana’s Motion For Order Directing Pre- 
hearing Conference, Defining Scope Of 
Hearings And Establishing Procedures 
filed on March 12, 1975, and any other 
outstanding matters in Phase I, are moot. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The Motion of United Gas Pipe 
Unc Company for Consolidation of 
Abandonment Proceedings and for Other 
Belief hied August 8. 1975. is denied. 

<B) Docket No. CP73-189 is hereby 
terminated. 

(C) The Phase I portions of Docket 
Nos. CP73-I17, CP73-168. CP73-169, 
CP73-170. CP7 3-171, CP73-179 and 

CP73-180 are hereby consolidated with 
the Phase II portions of those dockets, 
thereby vacating the phasing order 
herein of February 12, 1973, to that 
extent. 

By the Commission. 

(sealI Konarru F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.78-24002 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 mm] 


{Docket No* *. CP7a 117. CP73-168. CP73-I69. 

CP73-170. CP73-171, CP73-I79 end CP73- 

180 (Phase 11): Opinion No. 744] 

UNITEO GAS PIPE LINE CO. 

Opinion and Order Denying Conditional 
Abandonment 

Septkmbf.r 10. 1975. 

SMITH. Commissioner: 1. United Gas 
Pipe Line Company (United! is seeking 
in tills consolidated proceeding to in¬ 
crease the rate which it charges certain 
customers on its Jackson Division. These 
customers purchase natural gas from 
United for their own use and, conse¬ 
quently. United’s rate to them is not sub¬ 
ject to this Commission’s ratemaking 
jurisdiction under Section 5 of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act. Accordingly, United is seek¬ 
ing to increase its rate through seven 
abandonment proceedings under Section 
7(b) of the Natural Gas Act in which it 
seeks authorization to abandon service 
and facilities on the condition that the 
customers decline to pay a specified 
higher rate. As discussed herein, so much 
of presiding Administrative Law Judge 
Nahum Litt s Initial Decision issued Jan¬ 
uary 21, 1974. as determines that United 
failed to sustain its burden of showing 
that its rate is so low as to adversely 
affect the public interest, as where it 
might impair United’s financial ability to 
continue service, cast upon other cus¬ 
tomers an excessive burden or be unduly 
discriminatory, is affirmed and adopted 
as the decision of the Commission 

Background 

3. United’s Jackson Division extends 
from southern Louisiana eastward along 
the Gulf of Mexico through Mississippi 
and southern Alabama and into western 
Florida, providing natural gas service to 
a number of direct industrial customers, 
among others. Fifty-five contracts ex¬ 
tending until January 1, 1983. provided 
for price rede termination on January 1. 
1973. and pursuant thereto United offer¬ 
ed these Jackson Division customers the 
following options as to price: 

Proposal A: 80< per Mcf for five years, 
plus an annual escalation of twice the 
increase in United’s systemwide gas 
costs. 

Proposal B: 55£ per Mcf for calendar 
1973, plus annual price redeterminations 
and certain contract modifications. 

Proposal C: 55£ per Mcf tor calendar 
1973, plus an annual escalation of twice 
the increase in United’s systemwide gas 
costs and certain contract modifications 
(offered to process gas customers only). 

Of the 55 contracts, one was conform¬ 
ed to Proposal A, 48 to Proposal B and 
two to Proposal C. Additionally. United's 
contract with American Cy ana mid Com¬ 
pany expired on January 1. 1973. 

3. On November 2. 1972. United filed 
In Docket No. CP73-117 an application 
under Section 7(b) of the Natural Oas 
Act seeking authorization to abandon Its 
service together with the facilities uti¬ 


lized for its service to an American Cy- 
anamid Company (Cyanamid > plant 
near Pensacola. Florida. And on Decern 
ber 27. 1972. and January 4. 1973. United 
filed six similar applications seekim to 
abandon its service and facilities as fol¬ 
lows: (1)A Stauffer Chemical Company 
t Stauffer* plant near Salco, Alabama 
(CP73-168). (2) An Air Products and 
Chemicals, Inc. (Air Products* plai t 
near Florid&town, Florida (CP73-169 
(3) A Kentwood Brick and Tile Manu¬ 
facturing Company. Inc. (Kentwood * 
plant near Kentwood. Louisiana (CP73- 
170). (4) A Scott Paper Company 

(Scott) plant at Mobile. Alabama <CP 
73-171). (5) A Monsanto Company 
(Monsanto) plant near Pensacola. Flor¬ 
ida (CP73-179). (6) And on Allied Paper 
Incorporated (Allied) plant near Jack- 
son, Alabama (CP73-180). 1 

4. United asserted in its application* 
that (1) its contract with Cyanamid ex¬ 
pired and its contracts with the other six 
companies were no longer in effect be¬ 
cause of their failure to accept one at 
United's offers under the price redeter- 
mination provisions, (2) United's gas 
supply was being depleted rapidly and 
was being utilized by these cotnp&nuv in 
an Inferior manner when compared to 
residential and small commercial use; 
and (3) United proposed to continue 
service to these companies but only at 
a price equal to United's replacement cost 
of the volumes consumed by them. 

5. By order issued January 17. 1073, a 
proceeding was instituted in Docket No 
CP73-189 in which United was ordered 
to show cause why it should not abandon 
its industrial service for boiler fuel use 
at more than 1,500 Mcf/d where alter¬ 
nate fuel capabilities could meet such re¬ 
quirements (Priorities 4 and 5 of United s 
five-priority category permanent curtail¬ 
ment plan which we approved in Opinion 
No. 647 only five days earlier >. United ! 


'Cyanamid. Stauffer. Air Product* Kent¬ 
wood. Scott, Monsanto and Allied are some¬ 
time* referred to herein collectively as • Com¬ 
panies”. 

* There is no dispute that, cxrept for Cyans* 
mid. the gas In question—about ci.ooo Ur: 
per day representing about 2% of United! 
estimated 1973 sales—was being utilised for 
plant protection, feedstock and process ntrt* 
coming within Priorities 2 and S of United * 
live-priority category permanent curt ailment 
plan—see Footnote 3. infra. Cyanamid uti¬ 
lized aU but 1.000 Mcf per year for belief 
fuel. 

1 On November 8, 1974. the United State* 
Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit Issued 
a decision In State of Louisiana, et at. v Fed¬ 
eral Forcer Commitsion (503 F. 2d 844* va¬ 
cating United’* five-priority category per¬ 
manent curtailment plan which was ap¬ 
proved in Opinion Noe. 647 and 647-A Issued 
January 12 and May 30. 1973. respectively/ 
49 PTC 179 and 1211. This Phase II will be 
considered In the context in which it wm 
tried and briefed, and the Impact, u *®y. 
of the Fifth Circuit’s action on thU ac¬ 
tion will be addressed. 
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pipeline customers 4 were named as par¬ 
ties for the limited purpose of obtaining 
end-use data, and United's seven aban¬ 
donment applications were consolidated 
with the newly instituted show cause 
proceeding to determine whether partial 
abandonment of service was in the public 
Interest. 

6. However, by order Issued February 
12. 1973. the consolidated proceeding was 
severed Into Phase I, which included the 
show cause proceeding and those por¬ 
tions of the abandonment applications 
involving gas usage in Priorities 4 and 
5. and Phase n, which included those 
portions of the abandonment applica¬ 
tions involving gas usage in Priorities 2 
and 3. In an order issued March 8, 1973, 
it was stated, 

* The rates at which United sells to 
direct customers are not within our 
jurisdiction. It follows that these non- 
jurlsdiclional rates are not to be ex¬ 
amined on a traditional cost-of-service 
and fair rate of return basis. In Phase n 
wo seek to determine If industrial sales 
should or should not be continued, and In 
making this determination, we intend to 
explore on an evidentiary record, the 
moms by which the Commission can as¬ 
sist in the allocation of this wasting re¬ 
source to its highest and best usage. More 
specifically, we encourage the parties to 
present evidence bearing upon the eco¬ 
nomic and social considerations underly¬ 
ing usage of a limited resource, including 
but not limited to. whether or not these 
customers which utilize gas for industrial 
purposes should bear a greater economic 
burden, than they have historically 
borne, to obtain such a resource.” 

7. The prehearing conference was held 
on February 26, 1973, and the hearing 
convened on April 30 and concluded on 
May 31, 1973. The record consists of 
soine 2,700 pages of transcript and 100 
exhibits, and extensive briefs were filed 
by the parties. Scott and Kentwood 
agreed to a renegotiated price and. on 
October 18 and November 14. 1973, Unit¬ 
ed filed notices of withdrawal of its 
abandonment applications as to those 
companies. Judge Utt issued a 51 page 
Initial Decision on January 21, 1974. and 
the Commission has before it the briefs 
on exceptions and briefs opposing ex¬ 
ceptions to that decision together with 
united’s noUces of withdrawal of the 
two abandonment applications. 

Initial Decision 

8. Judge Litt found that although Cy- 
anamid’d contract with United expired 
on January 1 . 1973, Cyanamid continued 
to take deliveries and was paying United 
33.5.' per Mef, although it offered to pay 
any increases in United's average cost 
ot gas In the Jackson Division. On Au- 
8nst 30,1973, Cyanamid agreed to pay 55* 
per million Btu for gas delivered from 
January 1, 1973, until we act on United's 
abandonment application. Although 


Rlv * r Transmission Corpon 
° M Pipeline Company < 
Southern Natural Oaa Compan 
*£? Transmission Corporation at 
" Transmission Corporation. 


Monsanto and Allied accepted Proposal 
A <80r per Mcf for five years), and Air 
Products, Scott and Stauffer rejected all 
three proposals, all five companies sought 
court determinations that the proposed 
rates were unreasonable and unlawful 
and a Cost of Living Council determina¬ 
tion that the Increases were excessive. 
The latter denied relief, and the court 
proceedings are generally In a state of 
abeyance pending our decision herein. 
Additionally, he found that in January 
1973 United began to bill the companies 
at its 80c per Mcf rate but was paid from 
30.65c per Mcf (Scott) to 84.16* per 
Mcf (Monsanto). 

9 United’s projected cost of service for 
1973, Judge Litt continued, ranged from 
32* per Mcf. according to the Companies, 
to almast 39* per Mcf, according to 
United. Furthermore, he said. United 
was curtailing its deliveries because it 
had a systemwide shortage of gas. 
United's "replacement cast", that is, 
the cost of purchasing an Mcf of gas at 
current prices for each Mcf of gas deliv¬ 
ered, exceeded 35* per Mcf, Judge LIU 
found, rising from 18.5* per Mcf in 1969. 
according to United’s Exhibit 4, to 44.7* 
per Mcf in February 1973. And United's 
•‘replacement cost” pricing was con¬ 
ceived to obtain sufficient capital from 
its direct industrial customers to enable 
it to purchase gas at current prices for 
residential and small commercial use. 
Proposal A (80* per Mcf) reflecting its 
five year estimate of price escalations 
and Proposal B (55* per Mcf » reflecting 
its one year estimate. Judge Litt said. 

10. After summarizing the positions 
of the parties. Judge Litt noted that this 
Is a case of first Impression in which our 
orders themselves have engendered con¬ 
troversy as to the standard which should 
be applied in resolving the issues. He 
said that in the landmark decision of 
Michigan Consolidated Gas Company v. 
Federal Power Commission. 283 P. 2d 
<D.C. Cir>. cert. den. 364 U S. 913 < 1960). 
the Court of Appeals found that the 
Commission may allow abandonment If 
the present or future "public convenience 
or necessity permit” which means that 
an applicant for abandonment under 
Section 7(b) has the burden of showing 
that the public interest will in no way be 
disserved. He also said that while a con¬ 
tract between a pipeline company and 
its customer may be significant In deter¬ 
mining what price the customer will pay. 
the existence or non-existence of such a 
contract is not determinative of a Sec¬ 
tion 7<b) application. Transcontinental 
Gas Pipe Line Corporation v. Federal 
Power Commission . 488 F.2d 1325, (D C. 
Cir., 1973». requires the continuation of 
service until the abandonment is 
authorized. 

11. Judge Litt found that the test in 
Federal Power Commission v. Sierra 
Pacific Power Co. t 350 U.8. 348 il956>. 

Is an appropriate test, among others, for 
determining Section 7(b) applications. 
The Supreme Court said in Sierra that 
while the Commission may not impose 
upon a public utility a rate which would 
produce less than a fair return, the pub¬ 
lic utility may agree by contract to such a 


rate and, if it does so, the sole concern of 
the Commission would be whether the 
rate is so low as to adversely affect the 
public interest, as where it might impair 
the financial ability of the public utility 
to continue service, cast upon other 
customers an excessive burden, or be un¬ 
duly discriminatory. According to the 
Supreme Court, ”IA1 contract may not 
be said to be either ’unjust’ or 'unreason¬ 
able* simply because it is unprofitable to 
the public utility.” Furthermore. Judge 
Litt found, the Commission may impose 
conditions, Including price conditions, on 
abandonments of direct sales contracts. 

12. Applying these principles. Judge 
Utt found that United did not meet its 
burden of proof under the Sierra test 
Thus, he found that disallowance of the 
rate which United asked would reduce Its 
revenues by $5.5 million and Its net in¬ 
come by $2.8 million to $17.2 million, 
wliich would be higher than any year 
during the 1960-72 period except 1970. 
And United’s return on equity would be 
reduced to 11.2%, higher titan any year 
during that period except 1969 and 1970. 
If United abandoned service to the 
Customers and sold the gas which they 
w'ould have produced in 1972 to Its jur¬ 
isdictional pipeline and city gate custom¬ 
ers at existing Jurisdictional rates at 
100% load factors. Judge Utt found. 
United would have received less than 
$85,000 additional revenues. Accordingly, 
he concluded that "the amount of money 
involved from what amounts to a minor 
portion of even United’s non-Juris- 
dlctional sales is not significant when 
compared to United’s total operations 
and would not materially affect United’s 
ability to provide service.” 

13. Turning to equitable considera¬ 
tions, Judge Utt rejected United’s argu¬ 
ment that replacement pricing would be 
an effective tool for regulating end-use. 
He said that United’s approach assumes 
(and, therefore. United submitted no evi¬ 
dence to support the proposition) that 
It is in the public Interest for high pri¬ 
ority Industrial users to pay more for 
natural gas than residential and small 
commercial users simply because they 
have a lower priority than the resi¬ 
dential and small commercial users. 
"Absent Justification not made on the 
record,” he said, 44 the capital formation 
for gas acquisition if and when it is 
required, should be a burden of all cus¬ 
tomers benefiting from the pipeline, and 
not a burden on one class for the benefit 
of another.”* Some equities lie in favor 


•In the notice of rulemaking issued in 
Docket No. RM75-1B on February 20. 1975, 
It was said, "It does not appear appropriate 
to cdnUnue rate design technique* which 
promote industrial consumption of natural 
gas", and w* submitted for public comment 
our proposal to develop end-use rate sched¬ 
ules which would "eliminate any Incentive 
for pipelines to sell natural giu for ultimate 
industrial consumption, for distributors to 
attempt to improve their purchase load fac¬ 
tor* through the sole of gas for Industrial 
purposes, and for Industrial consumers to 
purchase natural gas for low priority usee 
when other fuel* can be utilized." 
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of long standing customers, as distin¬ 
guished from those who began to take 
large new volumes tn recent years, he 
added, and some equities lie against the 
payment of replacement costs by some 
customers whUe others are paying non¬ 
compensatory rates. 

14. ‘'United’s proposal will conserve no 
gas,” he found. ‘’Not one of United’s wit¬ 
nesses suggested that gas which might 
not be sold to these Customers if they 
refused to accept United’s pricing would 
be saved for future residential or small 
commercial users or for that matter, 
even used today for higher priority 
uses." The record supports Just the op¬ 
posite. he found—that part of the Com¬ 
panies' high priority gas would be uti¬ 
lised after resale as boiler fuel. And re¬ 
placement pricing would not necessarily 
conserve gas by making It more expen¬ 
sive relative to other fuels and thereby 
encourage conversion to other fuels. 
Since there is no reasonable alternative 
to natural gas as & feedstock for large 
scale production of carbon disulfide, he 
found. Stauffer will continue to buy 
natural gas until its product becomes 
noncompetitive because of feedstock 
costs. Thus, he concluded. United has 
not made a record which would warrant 
a finding that price would be a useful 
tool in allocating “ ‘this wasUng resource 
to its highest and best usage* •% as di¬ 
rected by the order setting the matter 
for hearing. 

15. Noting that United’s purchased gas 
adjustment clauses with Its Jurisdiction¬ 
al customers generate automatically ap¬ 
proximately 70% of the additional cost 
of new gas, and that United’s affiliates 
have not been Inhibited from obtaining 
capital for exploration and development. 
Judge Litt found that United did not 
show that its need for capital to pur¬ 
chase new gas was not being met by Its 
traditional capital formation methods. 

16. Turning to costing philosophies, 
Judge Litt noted (i) that while the Com¬ 
mission has not regulated the prices of 
United’s direct sales because of our Juris¬ 
dictional limitations* such prices have 
not been substantially different from the 
coet-of-service rates which United was 
charging Its Jurisdictional customers, 
and (2) that the large volumes pur¬ 
chased by United's direct customers 
benefited Us other customers and, con¬ 
sequently. it would be Inequitable not to 
continue to give United’s direct cus¬ 
tomers the benefit of rolled-In pricing 
Insofar as replacement volumes of na¬ 
tural gas are concerned. On the other 
hand, he noted. (1) United's direct cus¬ 
tomers must have known that their rela¬ 
tively strong (non-Jurlsdictlonal) bar¬ 
gaining position tn times of abundance 
would become a liability In times of 


•Since the Commltalon doe* not have tbo 
authority under Section 6 to fix rule* for di¬ 
rect sales not for resale, and *lncc vubvtan- 
ttaliy all of the state* (Including Louisiana. 
Alabama and riorlda. Involved herein) have 
established regulatory forums with jurisdic¬ 
tion over natural gas utilities, the Commis¬ 
sion must derer to state public service and 
utility communions to fix rate* for direct 
sales not for resale. 
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scarcity. (2) such customers would not 
have renewed their contracts If renewal 
were not to their advantage and <3> 
United’s proposed prices will not result 
In economic hardship. And noting that 
the public interest does not require either 
cost-of-service or replacement costing 
pricing, he concluded that both are rele¬ 
vant considerations under Section 7(b) 
-In determining whether customers al¬ 
ready contributing to the well-being of 
the pipeline system should bear a heavier 
economic burden than they have tradi¬ 
tionally borne. United, as to the high 
priority gas Involved here, simply has not 
made this case/' 

17. While United proposed findings 
which would support Us abandonment of 
Cyanamld ’3 boiler fuel usage. Judge Litt 
said that in our order of March 8, 1073, 
all Issues pertaining to Priorities 4 and 5 
usage were placed in Phase I. Con¬ 
sequently. he found that such request was 
outside the scope of Phase II. And In 
view of his decision to deny abandon¬ 
ment, he did not reach Issues pertaining 
to the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969, United’s “plowback” pro¬ 
posal or a request for preferential treat¬ 
ment. 

Exceptions 

18. Excepting generally to the presid¬ 
ing Judge's failure to authorize the aban¬ 
donments. United asserts that in view of 
the magnitude of Its systemwide short¬ 
age of natural gas it believes (A) that it 
should discontinue Its large volume boiler 
fuel service whenever its contracts for 
such service expire, and (B) that when¬ 
ever possible it should Increase the price 
of Us Industrial sendee to a level which 
will enable It to replace the volumes to 
be consumed during the contract term 
and thereby avoid Impairment of Its hu¬ 
man needs service. Specifically, United 
urges: 

Cl) While the presiding Judge found 
correctly that we have authority under 
Section 7(b) to condition abandonment 
on price factors and that Sierra Is not 
the exclusive standard, he erred Insofar 
as he appears to have considered price 
only on the question of whether It pro¬ 
vides an effective Incentive to conserve 
gas or to switch to alternative fuels (page 
34, lines 4-8; page 35 f lines 3-4; and page 
33, line S-13). While "disincentive pric¬ 
ing" is an Important consideration. 
United asserts, price is also material to 
enhancing its ability to obtain increas¬ 
ingly expensive replacement reserves. 

(2) In view’ of the statement in the or¬ 
der Issued March 8, 1973, that evidence 
may be introduced to Indicate whether or 
not the rate at which United was mak¬ 
ing sales to the Companies was impair¬ 
ing its ability to provide reliable and 
adequate service to its Jurisdictional cus¬ 
tomers. the presiding Judge erred In re¬ 
fusing to receive United’s evidence show¬ 
ing projected gas dellverability and 
human needs requirements on Its main 
system. Additionally, he erred In refusing 
United’s evidence as to the cost of other 
fuels, and he erred In considering the 
policy issues in the limited context of 
Priorities 2 and 3 service (and, con¬ 
versely. In refusing to consider them In 


the broader context of Priorities 4 and 5 
service), as directed by the order. 1 

(3) The presiding Judge erred insofar 
as he concluded that termination of a 
service contract was not entitled to sub¬ 
stantial weight in determining whether 
the public interest requires the service to 
continue. While the existence or nonex¬ 
istence of a contract Is not dispositive of 
abandonment questions, according to 
United. Transco . supra. Indicates that it 
Is entitled to significant weight. 

(4) The presiding Judge erred in lim¬ 
iting his consideration to the Customer 
as distinguished from all 55 similarly 
situated customers on United’s Jackson 
Division. Since the amount of gas sold 
to any one customer Is relatively smaij, 
according to United. It would not disrupt 
its ability to provide reliable and ade¬ 
quate systemwide service no matter how 
low the price to that customer. The rec¬ 
ord shows, in this connection, that if 
United received in 1973 its approximate 
Jurisdictional rate of 35C per Mcf instead 
of approximately 55d Mcf from its direct 
Jackson Division customers, its revenue* 
would have been reduced by $19.8 mil¬ 
lion and Us projected 1973 net income 
would have been reduced to about $8 8 
million, lower than any year since before 
1960 except 1971. 

(5) Since United is unwilling to extend 
Cyanamid’s contract which is largely for 
boiler fuel usage, and since Cyanamid 
has Installed alternate fuel capacity, the 
presiding judge erred in failing to order 
abandonment of service to Cyanamid and 
in giving Cyanamid an opportunity to 
show in Phase I that Its boiler fuel usage 
Is not inferior. 

(6) The presiding Judge erred in re¬ 
fusing to condition abandonment on the 
payment of replacement prices. While 
in 1968. according to United, the cost of 
replacing its gas was virtually identical 
to its systemwide cost of gas. the two 
cost figures have diverged considerably 
in recent years. Furthermore, according 
to United, its evidence shows that ail of 
its existing reserves are needed to fulfill 
its future human needs demand; and 
since it is Impossible to ’’husband" tho&o 
reserves in such a manner as to utilize 
them solely for that demand, industrial 
service must continue and the gas sold 
thereunder must be replaced at current 
prices to avoid Jeopardizing its human 
needs service And notwithstanding that 
United has been able to finance Intensive 
exploration and development activities 
the severity of its natural gas shortage 
requires correspondingly more intense 
activities to narrow its supply/ demand 
gap. United asserts, in this connection. 
“The only means by which United can 
avoid the likely impairment of service 
to human needs customers within the 
next three years is to be able to contract 
for large quantities of gas now." Further¬ 
more, United asserts, replacement coet 
pricing Is an effective allocation tool be¬ 
cause prices which are closer to the cost' 

' of alternative fuels tend to discount 
artificial demand stimulated by "cheap 


r See Footnote 10, infra. 
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gas“ and encourage conversion to other 
fuels < which is illustrated by the fact 
that Monsanto took less than its cur¬ 
tailment allotment during the 1972-73 
v inter because it was able to obtain fuel 
oil at a cost of 48<* to 50c per million Btu 
as compared to United's price of 80<* per 
Mcf for natural gas). Cost-of-service 
type rates should now yield to rates 
which are more in line with the costs of 
alternative fuels. United concludes, and 
replacement cost pricing increases the 
burden on its direct industrial customers 
to an appropriate extent. 

i7> The presiding judge erred in fall¬ 
ing to consider United's “plowback com¬ 
mitment” under which United would 
seek to avoid a windfall and would apply 
industrial revenues in excess of an agreed 
level or earnings on its nonjurisdictional 
sales in such a manner as to produce a 
maximum benefit for its human needs 
customers through acquiring additional 
gas supplies. 

19. Air Products. Cyanamid and Stauf¬ 
fer (joined by Scott in the event of denial 
of United’s notice of withdrawal of its 
application to abandon service to Scott) 
generally support the denial of United's 
applications. However, they assert on 
exception that United's applications to 
abandon service (other than to Cyan¬ 
amid' should have been dismissed or 
stayed pending a Judicial determination 
of whether the service contracts had 
terminated. They also assert that the 
presiding Judge erred In his views on 
our abandonment authority (which, in 
any event, were not essential to his deci¬ 
sion). particularly his finding that the 
Commission can condition abandon¬ 
ment on the payment of a minimum 
price ‘ and his finding that Air Products 
closed its methanol plant as a result of 
adverse competitive conditions (as dis- 
tmgubhed from United's inability to 
deliver .sufficient volumes to permit its 
economic operation). Finally, they claim 
that Uie presiding judge erred in failing 
to classify Air Products' and Cyanamid's 
boiler fuel usage on a unit by unit basis 
and Uiereby bring It into Priority 3 and. 
conversely, in his aggregating such usage 
into a lower priority category. Multiple 
boilers may be physically separated, they 
say. making common facilities impossible. 

20. The 8tate of Louisiana, Louisiana 
Municipal Association, Louisiana Public 
Service Commission, St. James Parish 
Utilities, Town of Franklin ton. Norco Gas 
* Fuel Company and Kentwood (collec- 
uvely. Louisiana) also support the denial 
of United's applications. They assert 
that the presiding Judge erred in holding 
lhat the Commission has ’'statutory 
Power to order an abandonment of 
service to direct sale customers on the 
Daws of price, absent a Sierra type 
showing that the prices are so low as to 
impair the financial ability of the pipe¬ 
line to render adequate service to juris- 
dictional resale customers." They urge, in 


I?* the * concede that we can 
cnaaition Abandonment on the payment of a 
P rio ® where the price to non- 

*P*ruAtocy, which U not the case here. 


addition, that he erred In holding that an 
abandonment order which is conditioned 
on an Increase in a direct sale price is not 
a modification of the original permanent 
certificate. 

Docket Nos. CP73-117, et al 

21. United Gas, Inc. (U.G.L), a dis¬ 
tributor which purchases natural gas 
from United, takes no position on the 
Initial Decision but excepts to the presid¬ 
ing judge's statements (page 41) that 
from an equitable point of view some 
consideration should be given to long 
standing industrial use as against resi¬ 
dential and small commercial customers, 
and even pipeline and city gate custom¬ 
ers. whose demand for service or addi¬ 
tional service post-dates a reasonable 
awareness of United’s supply problem. 
U.O.I. states, in this connection, that in 
its delivery area the only alternative to 
natural gas is electricity which, in turn, 
is largely generated from natural gas 
and represents inefficient usage of nat¬ 
ural gas; therefore, the suggestion that 
a new residential or commercial customer 
should give way to an old industrial user 
Is erroneous. 

22. Although the staff did not file a 
brief on exceptions, it filed a brief oppos¬ 
ing exceptions in which it largely sup¬ 
ports the Initial Decision, Including the 
denial of the abandonment Applications. 
The staff opposes only the ”obUcr dicta" 
to the effect that we have the authority 
to condition an abandonment of a direct 
sale on price, arguing that under the 
jurisdictional limitations of Section 1(b) 
price is relevant only to the question of 
whether the price of the service would 
impair the pipeline's ability to render 
continued systemwide service. The staff 
states that the presiding Judge correctly 
concluded that United failed to show that 
its financial position has become, or will 
become, so adversely affected through 
continued service under its existing con¬ 
tracts that it will be unable to meet the 
needs of Its jurisdictional customers. And 
as did the presiding judge with his 
Initial Decision, the staff devotes the 
major portion of its brief to data tend¬ 
ing to show that United would not have 
suffered a material adverse impact if It 
had maintained its 1972 price levels to 
the Companies, and that It would not 
obtain a material benefit by abandoning 
its Phase II volumes and redistributing 
them among its other customers under 
existing arrangements. The staff also 
points to data from which it concludes 
that the presiding judge correctly con¬ 
cluded that United failed to demonstrate 
that its increased revenues resulting from 
its charging higher prices under its re- 
determination proposals is necessary to 
its ability to continue adequate and re- v 
liable service to Its jurisdictional cus¬ 
tomers. Furthermore, the staff points to 
the testimony of United's witness Aubln 
to the effect that neither United’s finan¬ 
cial situation nor its replacement cost 
proposal are factors which are limiting 
its gas acquisition efforts which are now 
bfeing maximized (Tr. 811): 

Staff Counsel: In other words, the fact 
that United sells substantial quantities 


of gas to direct industrial customers at 
prices less than its average cost of pur¬ 
chased gas is not a factor in establishing 
your bids for gas acquisition? 

Mr. Aubin: No, sir. 

Furthermore, abandonment of United’s 
Phase II volumes, according to the staff, 
would mean that Priorities 2 and 3 gas 
being purchased by the Customers would 
be redistributed to behlnd-the-gate 
Priorities 4 and 5 customers. Finally, the 
staff takes the position that service to 
Cyanamid should not be abandoned In 
Phase n because Phase n deals only with 
Priorities 2 and 3 usage and not '"in¬ 
ferior gas usage* * 

23. Opposing United's exceptions. Air 
Products, cl al. assert that in the orders 
issued January 17 and February 12, 1973, 
the Commission embraced In Phase I 
the question of whether it is necessary 
in the public interest for United to aban¬ 
don its Priorities 4 and 5 boiler fuel serv¬ 
ice to all of its customers, whereas it 
embraced In this Phase II the question 
of whether United should abandon its 
Priorities 2 and 3 service to the Cus¬ 
tomers. They maintain that a policy de¬ 
cision was made in connection with the 
phasing that abandonment of the latter 
service would not be authorized unless It 
is shown that the prices at which such 
Priorities 2 and 3 gas is sold impair 
United's ability to render adequate serv¬ 
ice to its other customers. Thus, they 
say. United's Priorities 4 and 5 service to 
Air Products and Cyanamid is not under 
consideration in this Phase II. 

24. Air Products, et al ., take the addi¬ 
tional positions that (1) United’s evi¬ 
dentiary exceptions are moot since 
United concedes that it was allowed to 
Introduce “substantially the same evi¬ 
dence” and since United does not claim 
prejudice: (2) the presiding Judge cor¬ 
rectly limited his decision to the Custom¬ 
ers’ volumes (as distinguished from 
United's Jackson Division volumes); (3) 
conceding that United in all likelihood 
will have to pay higher prices to replace 
its reserves. United failed to prove that it 
must collect those costs now In order 
to purchase the replacements, particular¬ 
ly In the light of the absence of financial 
restraints on its purchases, its limited 
use of advance payments and the pur¬ 
chased gas adjustment provisions in Us 
jurisdictional rates and non-jurisdiction¬ 
al contracts; (4) replacement cost pric¬ 
ing would not effectively allocate Priori¬ 
ties 2 and 3 gas to better uses because 
only Priority 1 is higher and some gas 
priced out of Priorities 2 and 3 usage 
would in all likelihood find Its way to 
lower priority usage: (5) industrial users 
should not have to pay a relatively higher 
price for natural gas since they generally 
bear the costs of conversion as well as the 
brunt of higher priced alternative fuels, 
and (6) the presiding judge correctly de¬ 
clined to examine the merits of United’s 
plow-back proposal In view of the result 
which he reached. Finally, Air Products. 
cl al .. assert that wc do not have author¬ 
ity to Impose contract terms on the 
Companies, particularly where (as here) 
the terms Include a waiver of their rights 
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against United and a change In the def¬ 
inition of "gas” to include other than 
natural gas. 

25. Opposing United's exceptions. Al¬ 
lied and Monsanto assert that the Com¬ 
mission docs not have the authority to In¬ 
fluence the price of direct Industrial sales 
through Section 7(b). As a result, Allied 
is seeking the protection of the Alabama 
courts, while the Florida Public Service 
Commission is holding a hearing to 
determine a Just and reasonable rate to 
be charged to Monsanto. Insofar as 
United argues that its direct Industrial 
customers should pay a price which will 
allow it to replace the re^rves which 
they consume. Allied and Monsanto urge 
that a pipeline normally acquires new 
reserves for the benefit of its system 
and, consequently, the necessity of re¬ 
placing its reserves is the same whether 
U sells its gas directly to industrial cus¬ 
tomers or to distributors for resale. Ju¬ 
risdictional rates account for almost 75% 
of United's sales, they say. and gas pur¬ 
chase costs thereunder are treated on a 
rollcd-in, rather than an incremental 
(replacement cost), basis. 

26. Opposing United’s exceptions, Lou¬ 
isiana asserts as Its basic position that 
the price which a nonjurisdictional di¬ 
rect sale customer pays to a pipeline for 
natural gas is determined exclusively by 
the contract which they negotiate and 
that any disputes concerning that con¬ 
tract, such as whether United’s price 
offers complied with its contractual ob¬ 
ligations, arc beyond our jurisdiction and 
must be resolved by the Judiciary. Specif¬ 
ically, Louisiana asserts, among other 
matters, (1) the presiding judge properly 
excluded United’s evidence pertaining to 
the depletion of its gas supply since we 
specifically excluded the subject of its 
gas supply from Phase II; <2) the pre¬ 
siding Judge properly excluded United’s 
evidence pertaining to the cost of alter¬ 
nate fuels since it went only to the value 
of gas as distinguished from its cost; 
(3) the presiding judge properly refused 
to consider any Priorities 4 and 5 issues 
since they belong to Phase I; (4) the 
mere fact that the time is ripe for a price 
redeterminatlon under a contract does 
not mean that any price offer complies 
with the contract and, consequently, we 
do not have to interpret contracts to de¬ 
termine whether the public convenience 
and necessity permits the abandonment; 
(5) the presiding judge properly ruled 
that we should take a "hands-off ap¬ 
proach" to all court proceedings unless 
and until United is ordered to provide 
service at a price which we find is so low 
as to require overriding the contracts; 
and (6) the proper vehicle for determin¬ 
ing whether and how disincentive pricing 
should be adopted as a Commission pol¬ 
icy would be a rulemaking proceeding. 1 

27. In reply to Air Products, et ah, 
Louisiana and U.G.I.. United contends 
that the presiding Judge correctly found 
that the Commission has authority to 
condition abandonment of service to di¬ 
rect industrial customers upon their 
paying replacement cost prices. It claims. 


’See Footnote 5, supra. 


in this connection, that the fact tliat its 
contracts provided for price redeter¬ 
minatlon (or expired, in the case of Cy- 
anamid), "means that the Commission’s 
determination as to whether to author¬ 
ize outright abandonment or condition 
abandonment on price is not circum¬ 
scribed by the Sierra test or by whether 
the Companies arc paying or are pre¬ 
pared to pay a ‘cost of service* * price.” 
According to United, no party contests 
the fact that the Commission cannot set 
the rates for direct industrial sales and 
no party appears to contest the fact that 
the Commission can consider the price of 
direct industrial sales in a Section 7(b) 
abandonment proceeding: the divergence 
occurs with respect to the scope of our 
authority—i.e., whether Section 1(b) 
limits the authority to the Sierra test 
of whether the rate is so low as to Impair 
United’s ability to render adequate sys¬ 
temwide service, or whether broader au¬ 
thority is conferred. In this connection. 
United cites X-20 < Federal Power Com¬ 
mission v. Transcontinental Gas Pipe 
Line Corp.. 365 U.S. 1 (1961)) for the 
proposition that price, among other fac¬ 
tors, may be considered in a Section 7 
certificate proceeding. It points out that 
Section 7(b) of the Natural Gas Act was 
patterned after the Interstate Commerce 
Act. and that the Interstate Commerce 
Commission can condition abandonment. 
Finally, United asserts that tills pro¬ 
ceeding should not be stayed pending the 
outcome of the litigation, that the pre¬ 
siding judge correctly concluded that Air 
Products closed its methanol plant be¬ 
cause of adverse competitive factors, and 
that he correctly calculated Air Products’ 
usage on an aggregate basis (as distin¬ 
guished from a boiler by boiler basis). 

Discussion 

26. If the Commission has authority to 
authorize a natural gas pipeline com¬ 
pany to abandon direct service to one or 
more industrial customers, together with 
the facilities by which that service is ren¬ 
dered. upon the condition that the cus¬ 
tomers decline to pay a specified price for 
that service, tliat authority must be 
either expressed in the Natural Gas Act 
or implied from its provisions. While the 
last sentence of 8ection 7(e) of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act expressly empowers the 
Commission "to attach to the issuance of 
the certificate and to the exercise of the 
rights granted thereunder such reason¬ 
able terms and conditions as the public 
convenience and necessity may require.” 
no similar authority is expressly con¬ 
ferred with respect to the Commission’s 
abandonment authority under Section 
7(b). 

29. It was stated in the order issued in 
this proceeding on March 8. 1973. "The 
rates at which United sells to direct cus¬ 
tomers are not within our Jurisdiction." 
This limitation upon the Commission's 
authority to fix rates under Section 5 of 
the Natural Gas Act is required by Sec¬ 
tion 1(b) which states: 

4k The provisions of this act shall apply 
to the transportation of natural gas in 
Interstate commerce, to the sale in inter¬ 
state commerce of natural gas for resale 


for ultimate public consumption for do¬ 
mestic. commercial, industrial, or any 
other use. and to natural-gas company 
engaged in such transportation or sale, 
but shall not apply to any other Irani- 
portation or sale of natural gas or to the 
local distribution of natural gas or to the 
facilities used for such distribution or to 
the production or gathering of natural 
gas \ Emphasis added 1.” 

If. therefore, the Commission should 
condition the abandonment of a direct 
sale not for resale on an increase in the 
rate at which that sale Is made, it would, 
in effect, fix a direct sale rate and engage 
in an area of ratemaking which is ac¬ 
knowledged to be prohibited by Section 
1 (b) of the Natural Gas Act 

30. Judge Litt does not agree with 
this ratemaking approach. Referring to 
FJ\C. v. Louisiana Power it- Light Co., 
406 U.S. 621 (1972), Judge Utt reason* 
44 Just as curtailment orders were found 
not to fix rates, or for that matter, to be 
abandonments within the meaninp of 
Section 7(b). however, neither would an 
abandonment order conditioned to effect 
the best end use under Section 7<b* be 
rate setting.” * Thus, he appears to rely 
upon our Jurisdiction over transport al ion 
and our corollary jurisdiction over cur¬ 
tailment. rationalizing that we have au¬ 
thority to direct natural gas to superior 
usage by utilizing price as a tool.* United, 
on the other hand, appears to emphasize 


•• Apparently the United States Court of 
Appeal* for the District o t Columbia Circuit 
would construe Section 1(b) as prohibiting 
rate setting through the abandonmrM au¬ 
thority approach. See Footnote 20 of Henrf 
v. Federal Power Commission. — F. 2d —, 
No*. 73 205)0 et at., decided July 28. H>75 

* While there appears to be merit In tba 
approach o? directing natural go* to superior 
usage, or directing It from inferior usage, by 
axing the price at which direct sales are made 
through the curtailment corollary of our 
transportation authority, we believe that the 
technique proposed In thle proceeding would 
not achieve that objective. United's proposal 
would Increase the price of natural gas to 1U 
direct industrial customers (who arc in s 
position to pass the added costs along In the 
price* of their products) to provide oddt* 
tion&l funds which. In turn, would he ufed 
to acquire natural gas reserve# to replace the 
volumes which are consumed by those cus¬ 
tomers. thereby adding to the rate of deple¬ 
tion and to the escalating price of our natural 
gas reserves. But since those replacement 
volumes would not be channeled toward de¬ 
sirable or away from undesirable usage. 
United'a prospoaal docs not appear to be 
designed to avoid Impairing Its service to It* 
human needs customers, as It claims Judge 
Litfa findings set out in paragraph 14or* 
therefore, essentially correct, And th© Com¬ 
mission could conclude that there Is no basi* 
In fact for applying the rationale of lo** 
inane Pounrr * light Co. to find implied 
authority to take the action which United 
requests. 

We agree with Judge Lltt that we may 
utilize price as a tool to direct natural pa* 
to superior usage, but we believe that our 
authority is limited to altuatlons in which 
we can fix Just and reasonable rates under 
Section 5 of the Natural Oaa Act. As in¬ 
dicated In Footnote 5. we have initiated • 
rulemaking proceeding to develop rate as¬ 
sign techniques to discourage industrial co 
sumption of natural gas. 
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the fact that this Commission’s aban¬ 
donment authority under Section 7(b) 
was derived from the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act and that the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission (ICC) has the au¬ 
thority to condition abandonment. Thus, 
In the absence of an express prohibition 
against conditioning abandonment upon 
price, a liberal construction of Section 7 
tb> would Imply the existence of such 
authority. 14 

31. The original drafts of H.R. 11662 
and S. 4480 which evolved Into the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act did not contain abandon¬ 
ment authority. In commenting upon the 
House version during the subcommittee 
hearing on April 3,1936. John E. Benton, 
General Solicitor of the National Asso¬ 
ciation of Railroad and Utilities Com¬ 
missioners, stated. 

. . Presumably it Is the intent of 
the bill that service once extended shall 
not be withdrawal without the consent 
of the Commission. Wc suggest that this 
intention should be made clear by ex¬ 
plicit language. We will present an 
amendment covering that point 

“There should not be any possibility of 
a company having the chance to claim, 
and to litigate the claim, that If it does 
not like a rate which has been fixed by 
the Federal tribunal, it can discontinue 
service. If a company has established 
service to a distributing company, on 
which the public are dependent and a 
rate is fixed by the Federal tribunal for 
that service which the company does not 
like, the company should not be in a 
position to say, 'Wc are permitted to 
abandon our service, and we will aban¬ 
don it.* 

"We will present an amendment to 
cover that point ... 1 Hearing Before a 
Subcommittee of the Committee on In¬ 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. House of 
Representatives. 74th Congress. 2nd 
8e$*ion, page 92.1 


. . Amend said bill by adding to 
section 7 a new paragraph (b) as 

follows: 

(b) No gas company, which is supply¬ 
ing gas to a public utility company, en¬ 
gaged in distributing such gas to the 
public, shall discontinue service to such 
public utility company without first ob¬ 
taining from the Commission a certificate 
that public convenience and necessity 
permit such abandonment. 

'“That language is largely taken from 
the abandonment provision of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act. (Ibid., page 981.” 

32. In comparing the ICC’s authority 
with tills Commission’s authority, It 
** notcd Uiat the ICC may issue 
certificates of public convenience and 
necessity for the purpose of (1) author¬ 
ing the extension, construction, acqul- 
uon an d operation of railroad lines and 
, . the abandonment of 

iii a l nes Bnd operation. 49 U.S.C. 
fi'io). On the other hand this Com- 
Hhsslon has authority under Section 7 


- Apparently United would Bay thAt whll 
i« and ratemaklnj 

i»r£? h,blUd - 8ocllon ^(b) “public conren 
e or oeceaaltjr” ratemaklng U permissible 


(c) to issue certificates of public con¬ 
venience and necessity for the purpose 
of transporting and selling natural gas 
subject to its jurisdiction and construct¬ 
ing. extending, acquiring and operating 
facilities therefor, and further authority 
under Section 7(b) to permit and ap¬ 
prove abandonment of such service and 
facilities (without reference to a mythi¬ 
cal certificate, as in the case of the ICC). 
Whereas the ICC has express authority 
to condition all of its certificates, in¬ 
cluding those which authorize abandon¬ 
ment, 49 U-S.C. i 1(20), this Commis¬ 
sion was given express authority in 1942 
as part of Section 7(c) “to attach to the 
Issuance of the certificate and to the ex¬ 
ercise of the rights granted thereunder 
such reasonable terms and conditions as 
tlie public convenience and necessity 
may require.” Consequently, a forceful 
legal argument could lead to the con¬ 
clusion that since the Natural Gas Act 
was modeled after the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act in this respect, and since Con¬ 
gress did not confer express authority to 
condition abandonment as it had done In 
tlie case of the ICC, Congress intended to 
withhold such authority from the Feder¬ 
al Power Commission. 

33. In the light of the foregoing in¬ 
dicia that the Commission does not have 
authority to condition an abandonment 
of service and/or facilities under Section 
7(b) of the Natural Gas Act on an in¬ 
crease in the rate at which a direct sale 
not for resale is made. we neither ap¬ 
prove nor disapprove Judge Lltt’s con¬ 
clusion that the Commission may im¬ 
pose conditions, Including price condi¬ 
tions, on abandonments of direct sales. 
In view of our disposition of tills pro¬ 
ceeding on another ground, wc will re¬ 
frain from deciding whether we have au¬ 
thority to take the action which United 
requests. 

34. In discussing jurisdiction, the Com¬ 
mission of IS years ago said in South 
Georgia Natural Gas Company. Docket 
No. G-17568 (23 FPC 795, 796) (1960) 
(footnotes renumbered), 

“Section 1(b) of the Act makes a 
fundamental distinction between direct 
sales and sales for resale, but It does not, 
in terms, forbid the Commission to reg¬ 
ulate direct sales rates. It states that the 
Commission shall have jurisdiction over 
the ‘transportation’ of gas for direct 
soles, but not over the direct 'sales* them¬ 
selves.' 4 The principal purpose of this 
limited grant is to enable the Commis¬ 
sion to prevent a pipeline from using its 
facilities for direct sales In circumstances 
which might impair its service to resale 
customers. 11 Although the limitation of 
this jurisdiction forbids the 'fixing* of a 
specific rate for a particular direct sale 
in a Section 4 proceeding,” it is neverthe- 


r. East Ohio Gas Co.. 338 U S. 464 

(1940). 

u Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. v. 
FJ>.C^ 232 F2d 467. 472 (CA3. 1036). 

14 Hastings v. Kan* as‘Nebraska Natural 
Gat Co.. 12 FPC 12. 17 (1053): Affirmed 221 
F.2d 31 (CADC. 1054); cert. den. 340 U.8. 020. 


less the Commission's responsibility, un¬ 
der Section 7. to require a pipeline to 
show that the rate at which it proposes to 
make a direct sale is at or above a 'com¬ 
pensatory ‘ level, one which will ensure 
that the direct sale will recoup a proper 
proportion of system costs without being 
’subsidized’ by sales for resale. 1 *'* 

35. In other words, while direct sale 
rates cannot be fixed they can be con¬ 
sidered in exercising other regulatory 
responsibilities. South Georgia , supra, is 
therefore authority for the Sierra 
approach under which the sole question 
Is whether United’s direct sale rate is so 
low as to adversely affect the public 
Interest, as where it might impair 
United’s financial ability to continue 
service, cast an excessive burden on 
other customers or be unduly discrimina¬ 
tory. The Sierra approach is consistent 
with the authority conferred by Section 
7(b) to permit and approve an abandon¬ 
ment of sendee and facilities on the 
grounds that “the available supply of 
natural gas is depleted to the extent 
that the continuance of service is 
unwarranted, or that the present or 
future public convenience and necessity 
permit such abandonment.” In the con¬ 
text of abandonment Sierra should be 
viewed, not as a vehicle for fixing rates 
in violation of the prohibition of Sec¬ 
tion 1(b), but as a vehicle for preserving 
the integrity of public utilities In extreme 
cases. If we do not have the authority 
generally to authorize a natural gas pipe¬ 
line company to abandon direct sendee 
to one or more Industrial customers, to¬ 
gether with the facilities by which that 
service is rendered, upon the condition 
that the easterners decline to pay a 
specific price for that service, then such 
authority does not exist even in a Sierra 
situation. 14 If such a situation should 
occur, an abandonment of the service 
and facilities should be permitted. Such 
an action would not preclude the 
issuance of a new certificate under Sec¬ 
tion 7(c) if, as a result of the abandon¬ 
ment order, a new and higher rate is 
fixed by tho parties, or If a State Com¬ 
mission or a court should fix a higher 
rate. 

36. In determining whether United’s 
direct sale rate is so low as to adversely 
affect the public Interest, there is an 
issue as to whether to limit considera¬ 
tion to the seven Customers involved in 
this proceeding, as did Judge Litt, or to 
consider all fifty-six direct sale customers 
on United’s Jackson Division, as United 
urges. While there Is evidence in the 
record to support Judge Lilt’s decision 
that the impact of the seven Customers 
is not material, there Is also evidence to 
support United’s claim that the impact 


“Northern Natural. 0-2400. 15 FPC 682, 
1634 (1056). 

**ln situations in which we have rate¬ 
making Authority, we may Dx a higher rate 
or authorise abandonment In the Alternative. 
8ee the order Usued February 27, 1074, in 
Terra Resources. Inc. (Operator, et a/.) 
Docket No RI74-44. 
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of the fifty-six customers would be mate¬ 
rial. There is merit to both approaches, 
and no strongly persuasive reasons are 
offered in support of either approach. On 
balance, Judge Utt's approach, which 
considers actualities, is reasonable and 
ts adopted. ^ ^ 

37. On and about October 15. 19 43. 
Scott accepted Proposal B and otherwise 
reached accord with United, dismissing 
its litigation with prejudice, and United 
filed a notice of withdrawal of its aban¬ 
donment application which Scott sup¬ 
ported. Similarly, on and about Novem¬ 
ber 9. 1973. Kentwood accepted Proposal 
B and otherwise reached accord with 
United, and United filed a notice of with¬ 
drawal of its abandonment application 
which Kentwood supported. On Novem¬ 
ber 1. 1973, Allied responded to the first 
of United* notices, asserting that it dem¬ 
onstrates that United's abandonment 
applications ' were improper attempts to 
involve the Commission in private con¬ 
tractual disputes", and urgtag that we 
dismiss all of them. It appears possible 
that, as a result of our decision, Scott 
and/or Kentwood may wish to change 
their positions as to the accords which 
they reached with United so late in the 
proceeding. Accordingly, we arc denying 
United's respective notices of withdrawal 
unless Scott and Kentwood, respectively, 
reaffirm their support of those notices 
within 30 days after issuance of this 
opinion and order. 

38. As previously noted, on November 
8 1974, the United States Court of Ap- 
lials for the Fifth Circuit issued a deci¬ 
sion in State of Louisiana, et al. v. Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission <503 F.2d 844) 
vacating United's five-priority category 
permanent curtailment plan which we 
approved in Opinion Nos. 647 and 647-A 
issued January 12 and May 30, 1973, re¬ 
spectively. 49 FPC 179 and 1211. and 
which provides the dividing line on 
which this consolidated proceeding is 
phased. Phase I covers (a> those portions 
of United’s abandonment applications 
involving gas usage in Priorities 4 and 5, 
and (b) the show’ cause proceeding ini¬ 
tiated in Docket No. CP73-189. A* so 
structured. Phase I embraces the broad 
question of whether it is in the pubUc 
interest for United to abandon its Priori¬ 
ties 4 and 5 boiler fuel service to aU of 
its customers. As so structured, the nar¬ 
rower questions raised in United's seven 
abandonment applications. namely, 
whether it is in the public intercat to 
abandon its Priorities 4 and 5 boiler fuel 
service on the condition that the seven 
Customers decline to pay a higher rate or 
price for that service, are embraced 
within the broader question raised by 
Docket No. CP73-189. 

39. However. Docket No. CP73-189 is 
being terminated forthwith for reasons 
which are set forth In the order being 
issued in Phase 1 concurrently with this 
opinion and order. Such reasons Include 
the material diminution in the prospec¬ 
tive importance of Phase I because of 
United's deepening levels of curtailment. 
As a result, the scope of Phase I is being 
reduced to the foregoing narrower ques¬ 
tions raised by United’s seven abandon¬ 


ment applications which arc, of course, 
identical with the questions raised in 
Phase n with respect to United's Priori¬ 
ties 2 and 3 service. As a result, we are 
also vacating phasing in our concurrent 
Phase I order and consolidating the 
Phase I portions of Docket Nos. CP73- 
117. CP73-168. CP73-169, CP73-170. 

CP73-171. CP73-1T9 and CP73-180 with 
the Phase II portions of those dockets. 

40. The Fifth Circuit's action in Loui¬ 
siana, supra . vacating United's five-pri¬ 
ority category permanent curtailment 
plan, has no apparent effect on this de¬ 
cision. Although It Is true that that 
plan provided the dividing ltne on which 
this proceeding was phased, the concur¬ 
rent decision to terminate Docket No. 
CP73-189 leaves Phase I with issues In 
common with Phase II respecting the 
merits of United's abandonment applica¬ 
tions. 

41. Nonetheless, our concurrent Phase 
I order terminating Docket No. CP73-189 
and vacating phasing does affect our de¬ 
cision adopting Judge Utt's determina¬ 
tion that United failed to sustain its bur¬ 
den of showing under Sierra, supra, that 
Us direct sale rate is so low as to ad¬ 
versely affect the public Interest. While 
Judge Litt appropriately measured the 
Impact on United by limiting his con¬ 
sideration to United's Priorities 2 and 3 
service to the seven Customers he would 
now have to measure that impact by con¬ 
sidering the entire spectrum of United's 
service to those Customers, If United 
requests consideration of the question of 
whether the presumably greater impact 
of the entire spectrum of its service 
passes the Sierra test, it will be given in 
connection with any application for re¬ 
hearing which United may wish to file 
under Section 19 of the Natural Gas Act 
and 5 1.34 of the Commission s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure/ 1 It should be 
emphasized, however, that the accept¬ 
ance of Judge Lilt s approach which con¬ 
siders the actual impact of the seven 
Customers does not reach the potential 
impact of United’s fifty-six customers. 

42. While consideration has been given 
to all of the numerous exceptions which 
have been raised, some are not discussed 
because they have been adequately 
answered in responsive filings, as in the 
case of United’s evidentiary exception*, 
while others are not discussed because 
they are not of a sufficiently material 
nature, such as U.OX's exception to 
Judge Utt's statements that some con¬ 
sideration should be given to priorities of 
time in usage, or because they have be¬ 
come moot, such as whether to treat 
Cyanamid’s and Air Products* boiler fuel 
usage on a boiler-by-boiler basis or on an 
aggregate basis. 


n instead of causing the entire Ptanee I 
record to be certified, much of which Is pro- 
•umably irrelevant to the Sierra issue. It 
would appear to be Judicious to take official 
notice of the particular pages of tranacrlpt. 
exhibits and other items of evidence in Phase 
1 which United or any other participant 
specifies and asks consideration In connec¬ 
tion therewith. If that is done, the other 
participants will by order be given a similar 
opportunity under 1184(d) of the Rules 
or Practice and Procedure 


The Commission further finds : 
il » The Commission should affirm and 
adopt as its decision so much of presiding 
Administrative Law Judge Nahum Liu 
Initial Decision issued January 21. 1974 
a* determines that United Gas Pipeline 
Company failed to sustain its burden cl 
showing that it* rate ts so low as to 
adversely affect the public interest as 
where it might impair United* financial 
ability to continue service, cast upon 
other customers an excessive burder. or 
be unduly discriminatory. 

12) Permission should be denied United 
Gas Pipe Line Company to withdraw its 
application to abandon service and fa¬ 
cilities in Docket No. CP73-170 pursuant 
to its notice filed October 18. 1973. unJefc, 
Scott Paper Company reaffirms its sup¬ 
port of that notice in an appropriate ru¬ 
ing for that purpose within 30 days of 
the date of this opinion and order in 
which event such permission should be 
granted without further action of the 
Commission. 

<3) Permission should be denied 
United Gas Pipe Line Company to with¬ 
draw its application to abandon sen ice 
and facilities in Docket No. CP73-M1 
pursuant to Its notice filed November 14 
1973. unless Kentwood Brick and Tlie 
Manufacturing Company. Inc., reaffirms 
its support of that notice In an appropri¬ 
ate filing for that purpose within 30 
days of the date of this opinion and or¬ 
der. in which event such perm is s io n 
should be granted without further action 
of the Commission. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The applications filed by United 
Gas Pipe Line Company under Section 
7<b) of the Natural Gas Act to abandon 
service and/or facilities in Docket. Nos 
CP73-117. CP73-168. CP73-169. CP73- 
179 and CP73-180 and, subject to order¬ 
ing paragraph* <C) and <D), respec¬ 
tively, in Docket Noe. CP73-170 and 
CP73-171, arc denied. 

<B) So much of presiding AdminiMra- 
live Law Judge Nahum Liti's InitUl De¬ 
cision issued January 21, 1974. a* deter¬ 
mines that United Gas Pipe line Com¬ 
pany failed to sustain its burden of show * 
tag that its rate is so low as to adversely 
affect the public interest, os where it 
might impair United's financial ability 
to continue service, cast upon other cus¬ 
tomers an excessive burden or be unduly 
discriminatory, is affirmed and adopted 
as the decision of the Ctmimlvdon 
(C) Permission is denied United Gai 
Pipe line Company to withdraw Its ap¬ 
plication to abandon service and fana¬ 
tics in Docket No. CP73-170 pursuant to 
its notice filed October 18. 1973. unless 
Scott Paper Company reaffirms Its sup¬ 
port of that notice in an gppropnnte 
filing for that purpose within 30 w* 
of the date of this opinion and order, in 
which event such permission ^ & ra *JJr 
without further action of the Comrm - 

Si< <D) Permission is denied United GW 
Pipe Line Company to withdraw its ap¬ 
plication to abandon sendee and Iac * 
ties to Docket No. 0*73-171 piquant 
to Its notice filed November 14,19 1113 
less Kentwood Brick and Til* M*™ 3 ' 
lecturing Company. Inc., reaffirm’ 
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support of that notice in an appropriate 
filing for that purpose within 30 days of 
the date of this opinion and order, in 
which event such permission is granted 
without further action of the Commis- 

."ii 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Ammnz 

APPKAIANCn 

W Dc Vier Pier ton, William B Castin, Knot 
Demis, Rost Hamachek and Peter Levin 
for United Om Pipe Line Company. 
Raymond Petersen , Joseph M. Wells and Paul 
E. Goldstein tor Natural Oas Pipeline Com- 
pikny of America. 

J Evans Attwell, William B. PanniU and Jack 
D. Head for Texas Eastern Transmission 
Corporation. 

WfWsm W. Bedwelt. John /. Mullally, James 
H, Wutler and Francis L. Barkoftke for 
Mississippi River Transmission Corpora¬ 
tion. 

Christopher T. Boland , John P. Harrington . 
Robert //. Koch and Steven //. Pinch for 
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation. 

Philip R. Ehrcnkrans. Carroll L. QiUtam and 
J. Philip Reddick tor Industrial Oas Users 
conference. 

John T Milter, Jr., for Allied Paper, Incor¬ 
porated and Monsanto Company. 

Richard Sexton tor Allied Paper, Incorpo¬ 
rated 

Richard W. Duesenbcrg and David C. Jones 
lor Monsanto Company. 

Jamet R. McCottcr, Jerome Ackerman and 
Robert H. Locffler for Air Products A Chem¬ 
ical* * Inc., American Cyanamid Company; 
International Paper Company. Scott Pa¬ 
per Company, and Stauffer Chemical Com¬ 
pany. 

Arnold D. Berkeley, David R. Straus and 
Elea mi oas J. Barry for The 8tate of Louisi¬ 
ana Louisiana Municipal Association. 
Louisiana Public Service Commission, St. 
James Parish Utilities. Town of Prank l In- 
ton. and Norco Oa* Se Puel Company. 

Fred Denton , Sr., for Kentwood Brick and 
Tile. 

William Warfield Ross, James K . Whitt and 
Staley Plattman for Gulf States Utilities 

Company. 

Richard M. A ferriman, Peyton O. Bowman , 
HI. Brian J. McManus, Shencood W. Wise 
and Richard B. Wilson for Mississippi 
Power A Light Company. 

John M. Kuykendall, Jr. tor Mississippi Val¬ 
ley Oas Company. 

Boirard E. Wahrenbrock for Mobile Oas Serv¬ 
ice Corporation and Mississippi Valley Oas 

Company. 

J. fhifjd Mann, Jr., Steven J, Small and 
a ora?i a mi r, spelter tor Laclede Oas Com¬ 
pany, 

Scuben Goldberg and Arnold Fieldman for 
Chattanooga Goa Company, Continental 
Can Company and Memphis Light. Gas and 

Water Division. 

Palrfck Ucsilgot and 77iomai Knebel for 
WUmtl* Oft* and OU Company. 

,“ r ' ' for Equitablo Oas Company. 

Dutrk^ Thrraa eu for Clarke-MobUe Oa* 

Cd ' K Zi I'J Grenler - Jr - Richard P. Noland. 
Randolph Brown and James M. Wear tot 
Motor* Corporation and Johna- 
«wnvtU« Corporation. 

tton* W “ brv tor Jobna-ManTllle Corpora- 


Roger H. Watts tor Container Corporation of 
America. 

Thomas A. Bell for Masonite Corporation. 
Albert J Feigen for The American Sugar 
Cane League of the United States of 
America. Inc. 

G. Douglas Essy and Glenn W. Let ham for 
tho 8taiT of the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion. 

|FR Doc.75-24903 Plied 9-17-73;8:45 ami 


I Docket Nos. R-411 and RM74 -4 J 

GAS EXPLORATION. DEVELOPMENT AND 
PRODUCTION 

Accounting and Rata Treatment of 
Advances; Notice of Oral Argument 


•*“* A. Vaughan for 

B-iS Corporation. 

rstiZ. i*. H ‘ ,rko 'coy for Container Corpo- 
™«on of America and Masonite Corpora- 


On April 28, 1975, the Commission in¬ 
stituted an investigation of the advance 
payments program in order to comply 
with the mandate of the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of Co¬ 
lumbia Circuit, in Public Service Com¬ 
mission of the State of New York v. Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission. U.8. App. D.C. 

-.-F. 2d-(Case Nos. 73-1338 

and 74-1301. decided January 14. 1975) 
wherein the Court remanded the record 
related to Order Nos. 465 and 499 to the 
Commission with instructions to make 
further findings, and secure further com¬ 
ments. data, and relevant evidence, with 
respect to four basic areas to determine 
the validity of the Commission's action in 
extending the advance payments pro¬ 
gram for one year in Order No. 465. and 
for two years in Order No. 499. Specifi¬ 
cally, the Court held that (1) the data 
presented by the Commission in Order 
Nos. 465 and 499 as Justification for its 
extensions and expansions of the ad¬ 
vance payment programs did not pro¬ 
vide an adequate basis for determining 
whether the program's gas supply en¬ 
hancing objectives were satisfactorily 
met at an acceptable level of ultimate 
economic cost to the consumers. (2) the 
Commission had failed to consider the 
effect of other methods of enhancing 
capital formation including those imple¬ 
mented by it since the Institution of the 
advance payment program. (3) the Com¬ 
mission had failed to focus on the differ¬ 
ence between the need for and effect of 
onshore and offshore advances, and (4) 
had Inadequately considered the treat¬ 
ment to be given to advances which re¬ 
sult in the acquisition of working inter¬ 
ests by pipelines or their production 
affiliates. 

In order to comply with the Court's 
mandate, the Commission compiled a 
list of all natural gas pipelines subject 
to its Jurisdiction who had made advance 
payments to producers under the ad¬ 
vance payment program. These pipe¬ 
lines were made respondents to this 
investigation and required by June 15. 
1975, to complete and return the ques¬ 
tionnaire attached as Appendix B to the 
order. The questionnaire was similar to 
the Form 102 used to gather data for the 
evaluations conducted prior to the issu¬ 
ance of Order No. 465 and Order No. 499 
with the significant exception, inter alia, 
that it required a breakdown of proven 
and probable reserves on n contract by 
contract basis. 


When the Commission received the 
completed questionnaires, they were 
compiled and noticed for comments by 
order issued July 29. 1975. 1 In that order, 
the Commission also made all of the pro¬ 
ducers. who have received advances from 
the pipelines (as indicated on the ques¬ 
tionnaires > respondents to thu proceed¬ 
ing. and required them, as well as the 
pipelines listed in the appendix to the 
April 28. 1975, order to file comments, 
data, sworn prepared testimony, exhibits 
and or whatever information the re¬ 
spondents may consider to be appro¬ 
priate on each and every advance pay¬ 
ment agreement to which the respond¬ 
ent Is a party.* The comments were to 
be directed to, inter alia, the following 
Commission inquiries: 

(1) How much of the proven and 
probable reserves related to the particu¬ 
lar advance payment agreement would 
not have been forthcoming to the inter¬ 
state market but for the advance? 

(2) If the advance was a necessary 
factor in securing the dedication of the 
reserves to the interstate market, was it 
due to (1) the fact that tho producer had 
insufficient capital available from alter¬ 
nate sources to undertake the necessary 
exploration, development, and produc¬ 
tion activity or (2) competitive pressure 
from other prospective purchasers or (3> 
other reasons. If due to competitive pres¬ 
sure from other purchasers or other rea¬ 
sons. specify. 

(3> In addition to the information re¬ 
quested in question 2. all producer re¬ 
spondents shall indicate regarding each 
advance received, what alternate sources 
of capital were available at the time the 
particular advance was made by the 
pipeline and why such sources were not 
sufficient, absent the advance, to ensure 
exploration, development and production 
of the tract covered by the advance pay¬ 
ment agreement, and to ensure the dedi¬ 
cation and delivery to the interstate 
market of the proven and probable re¬ 
serves attributable to the advance pay¬ 
ment agreement. In discussing alternate 
sources of capital, specific reference shall 
be made to the exact source of the alter¬ 
nate capital: i.e. was the capital gen¬ 
erated by the national rate prescribed In 
Opinion No. 699-H, issued December 4 
1974 in Docket No. R-389-B: by the op¬ 
tional pricing procedure set forth In Or¬ 
der No. 455. 48 FPC 218 (1972); by spe¬ 
cial relief from area rate provisions such 
as George Mitchell, et at.. Opinion No. 
649; or by other provisions or from other 
sources. 

(4) All respondents shall indicate what 
portion of gas that would have eventually 
been forthcoming to the Interstate mar¬ 
ket without advance payments, such as 
gas from offshore areas, actually reached 
the market sooner as a result of the par- 


1 By notice luued August 14. 1575, Uie due 
date for euch commonu wm extended to 
September 20. 1075. Reply comments are to 
be filed on or before October 20. 1973. 

*If the advance payment agreement cov¬ 
ered more than one prospect, tho response* 
were to be broken down on a prospect by 
prospect basts. 
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ticular advance Ilian it would have ab¬ 
sent the advance payment. In thl* * re-1 
gard. what is a reasonable estimate of 
the saved as a result of the pro¬ 
gram's speeding of capital formation? 5 

(5) All respondents shall comment 
upon the rationale set forth in Order 
Nob, 465 and 499 for permitting rate base 
treatment for advances resulting in the 
acquisition of a working interest by a 
pipeline or a pipeline affiliated producer. 
Also, comments shall be filed as to 
whether the benefits from a working in- 
terest should be retained in whole or in 
part by the pipeline or credited to the 
pipeline s cost of service. The advisability 
of rate base treatment of advances re¬ 
sulting in the acquisition of working in¬ 
terest by a pipeline or a pipeline affil¬ 
iated producer should also be discussed 
In light of the Commission's policy, pre¬ 
scribed in Order No. 441. of crediting to 
cost of service in the benefits of economic 
interests other than working interests.* 

In responding to questions 1 through 
5, the respondents were required to file 
such documentation as essential to sup¬ 
port their responses to these qu estio ns. 
In addition to requiring the aforemen¬ 
tioned respondents to submit responses 
to the previously mentioned questions, 
we also invited parties, including mem¬ 
bers of our stall, to file comments con¬ 
cerning the issues raised by the Court’s 
opinion, and discussed in the Instant 
order, as well as any other issues rele¬ 
vant to the Commission’s advance pay¬ 
ment program in relation to capital com¬ 
mitment for required exploration and 
development. 

At this juncture in our Investigation, 
we believe it necessary and appropriate 
in carrying out our responsibilities under 
the Natural Gas Act, to schedule an oral 
argument to hear discussion on the issues 
raised in our April 28. 1975. order as well 
as those issues discussed below, as well 
as all issues raised by this Commission's 
advance payment program. 

If the Commiskm finds alter its in¬ 
vestigation that the record evidence in 
this proceeding does not Justify the ad¬ 
vance payments under contracts subject 
to Order Nos. 465 and 499. should the 
Commission then order refunds to con- 


• In light of the dotaU required in the ques¬ 
tionnaire and in the comments, the Com- 
mUnion indicated that it would bo able to 
determine which advances are attributable 
to offshore areas and which to onshore areas 
and thus evaluate the different factors rele¬ 
vant to each category. 

• For purposes of clarification we hereby 
restate the following definition of **working 
interest * and economic interest other than 
working Interests, which were originally set 
forth In Order No. 441: 

Working interest—An interest embodying 
operating rights and/or the right to share In 
production or revenues from the producing 
venture, bo that 1U receipt of production or 
revenues will Increase as the production or 
revenue* from the producing venture in¬ 
crease. without any termination of such right 
to receive production or revenues after the 
return of the amount of any related advance 
payment. Economic Interest *—All interests 

other than a working interest 


sumers of all monies collected os a result 
of the inclusion of Order No6. 465 and 
499 advances in rate base or should such 
refunds be limited to costs related to 
amounts advanced to producers, but not 
actually spent by the producer for ex¬ 
ploration, development and production 
by December 31. 1975. If the program te 
to be terminated should the Commission 
prohibit inclusion in rate base of any 
further advances made after Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1975. under advance payments 
contracts executed prior to December 31, 
1975? 

Alaskan Advances 

In a related matter, the issue has 
arisen as to what steps. If any. this Com¬ 
mission should take with respect to ad¬ 
vance payments to producers in Alaska 
prior to December 31. 1975. The Califor¬ 
nia Public Utilities Commission, on Au¬ 
gust 1. 1975. in Decision No. 84729, ap¬ 
proved a funding arrangement involving 
interest payments to Atlantic Richfield 
Company <ARCO> from Southern Cali¬ 
fornia Gas Company (SoCal). a natural 
gas distribution utility serving southern 
California, in return for the exclusive 
rights to negotiate for the purchase of 
60% of the natural gas to be produced 
from ARCO’s working interest from the 
Prudhoe Bay field on the North Slope of 
Alaska. 1 In Decision No. 84729. the 
CPUC indicated that it approved the ar¬ 
rangement reluctantly only after ARCO 
threatened to go to this Commission 
with an advance payment agreement for 
sales of the Alaskan gas to an area other 
than California If the CPUC failed to ap¬ 
prove the project by August l, 1975. The 
CPUC is currently conducting hearings 
on a proposal by Pacific Gas L Electric 
Company <PG*E> to make advance pay¬ 
ments to Exxon In return for the ex¬ 
clusive rights to negotiate for the pur¬ 
chase of 30% of the natural gas to be 
produced from Exxon’s working interest 
in the Prudhoe Bay field on the North 
Slope of Alaska." 

In an application for rehearing filed In 
Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Company , 
Docket No. RP73-106. et al on Septem¬ 
ber 3. 1975. the CPUC Indicates that it 
approved the ARCO-SoCal arrangement 
reluctantly, in order to avoid diversion 
of Alaskan gas elsewhere. CPUC notes 
that while this Commission has disal¬ 
lowed interest payments by certain pipe¬ 
lines to Exxon in Alaska.’ It approved 
without suspension an advance payment 
by Panhandle to ARCO in the July 31. 
1975, order in Panhandle. Docket No. 
RP73-1Q8. et al., of which it is seeking 
rehearing. 


• in the Matter of the Application of South¬ 
ern California Go* Company, Application 
No. 55599. filed April 9,1975. 

• in the Matter of Pacific Gas A Electric 

Company, Application No. 56661. filed May 1. 
1975. _ . . 

'Natural Gas Pipeline Company , Docket 
No UP75-00; northern Natural Gas Com¬ 
pany. Docket Nou. RP75-87 and RP7589; 
Michigan iV<*eon.tfn PtpeHn* Company , 
Docket No RF75-86. 


We note at this point that state regu¬ 
latory approval of proposals, such as 
those approved or being consklemt by 
the CPUC. does not obligate this Commis¬ 
sion to certify any proposed sales or 
transportation arrangements under Sec¬ 
tion 7 of the Natural Gas Act. 

It k correct, as the CPUC notes, that 
we disallowed Interest payments to Ex. 
xon, as well as to other producers, be¬ 
cause interest payments arrangements 
by their very nature, show that the pro¬ 
ducer is demonstrably able to acquire 
capital for exploration, development, and 
production without help from pipelines 
Accordingly, we denied these requests 
by the pipelines to include such pny- 
ments in their rates and thus. In effect, 
denied their proposal to vastly expand 
the scope of the advance payments pro¬ 
gram at a time when serious question* 
were and are being raised as to the ne¬ 
cessity for the program in its narrower 
form, as promulgated most recen tly tn 
Order No. 499. However, the CPUC 
argues that to deny rate treatment to 
interest payments to Alaskan producers, 
but to allow rate treatment for advance 
payments to Alaskan producers, such as 
in Panhandle . supra, is a diatimtion 
without substance. 

Based on the many issues raised by t he 
competing arrangements for Alaskan gas 
between the CPUC and this COmml-Men. 
and the problems raised thereby, the 
CPUC requests that this Commission 
suspend approval of any furtlier Alaskan 
advances to North Slope producers pend¬ 
ing the conclusion of this ODtomlssiou’ii 
investigation of the entire advance ray 
ment program in Docket Nos. R-411 and 
RM74-4 initiated by the April 28 W5. 
order discussed previously herein 

We believe that the issues raised by the 
competing Alaskan gas proposals .is well 
as all Issues related to Alaskan advance 
payments should be discussed nt the oral 
argument we are herein schedulin’ in¬ 
cluding the Issue of whether or not this 
Commission should suspend approval of 
rate bw approval for future Alaska n ad¬ 
vances pending conclusion of the Investi¬ 
gation in Docket Nos. R-411 and 
4. or otherwise take steps to preclude 
payment by any Jurisdictional pipeline*, 
intrastate distributors, or others .and o, 
receipt by any jurisdictional producer in 
Alaska, or other party, of any form w 
advance payment. Interest payment or 
other form of advance oonrideration re¬ 
lating to Alaskan gas to be delivered at i 
future dote. 

An oral argument to discuss the issu« 
raised herein .'hall be held tommcnc.nt 
nt 9 a m. on Wednesday. September 
1075. in Hearing Room A at the Peoer* 
Power Commission. 825 North Capi ^ 
Street. NJE.. Washington. D.C. 204-6 A 
parties made respondents hereto « weu 
as interested state commissions and law 
other interested parties may 
Those similarly situated and nuuun. 
similar contentions are urged to P***? 
their arguments through the same coun 
sel. An persons desiring 
argument sh*ti to inform the - f '■ 
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on or before 3 p.m. on Monday, Septem¬ 
ber 22. 1975, and shall state the time that 
they request. 

In addition, any party wishing to Ale 
any written statements or supplementary 
exhibit* relating to the oral argument 
shall file such statements or exhibits no 
later than 3 p.m. on Monday, Septem¬ 
ber 23, 1975, and shall serve such docu¬ 
ments on all parties to this proceeding. 

The Secretary shall cause prompt pub¬ 
lication of this notice to be made In the 
Fromm Register. 

By Direction of the Commission. 

[ seal] Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(Fli Doc.75 25008 Filed 9-17 75.8:45 am] 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

BANKS OF IOWA, INC. 

Order Approving Acquisition of Bank 

Banks of Iowa, Inc., Cedar Rapids. 
Iowa, has applied for the Board's ap¬ 
proval under Section 3(a) (3) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (13 U.S.C. 1842 
( R' ( 3)>, to acquire 80.49 percent of the 
voting shares of Key City Bank and Trust 
Company, Dubuque. Iowa ('Bank”). 

Notice of the application, affording op¬ 
portunity for interested persons to sub¬ 
mit comments and views, has been given 
in iccordance with 8ect!on 3<b> of the 
Act. The time for filing comments and 
Mews has expired, and the Federal Re- 
serve Bank of Chicago has considered the 
Application and all comments received in 
light of the factors set forth in Section 
3<c> of the Act (12 U.8.C. 1842(c)). 

Applicant, the second largest banking 
t . ^anizatlon in Iowa, controls five banks 
with aggregate deposits of $450 million, 
representing 4.2 percent of total com¬ 
mercial bank deposits in the State. 1 
Acquisition of Bank (deposits of $13 mil¬ 
lion » would increase Applicant’s share of 
State deposits by only 0.1 of one percent¬ 
age point and would not result in a sig- 
niiicant Increase In the concentration of 
bunking resources in Iowa. 

Bank is the smallest of four banks in 
Dubuque. Iowa, and the Afth largest of 
six banks txi the Dubuque banking mar¬ 
ket,* controlling approximately 4.2 per¬ 
cent of all commercial bank deposits in 
the market The closest office of a sub¬ 
sidiary bank of Applicant is located 
about 55 miles from an office of Bank in a 
separate banking market The record In¬ 
dicates that no signlAcant competition 
Presently exists between Bank and 
any banking or nonbanking subsidiary 
(d Applicant. In addition, it appears that 
future competition is unlikely to develop 
t*tween any of Applicant's banks and 
B «nk, since the areas separating their 
respective offices do not appear attractive 
ior d* novo branching. Although Appli- 
011111 presumably ha* the Anancial and 


managerial resources to enter the mar¬ 
ket de novo . Bank is viewed as a suitable 
alternative to such entry. Accordingly, 
it is concluded that competitive con¬ 
siderations are consistent with approval 
of the application. 

The Anancial and managerial re¬ 
sources and future prospects of Appli¬ 
cant and its existing subsidiary banks 
arc regarded as generally satisfactory. 
Bank has generally sound Anancial re¬ 
sources and capital, and its earnings and 
future prospects as a subsidiary of Ap¬ 
plicant appear to be favorable. Banking 
factors are consistent with approval of 
the application. 

Affiliation of Bank with Applicant 
w ould enable Bank to increase its volume 
of lending and activate its trust depart¬ 
ment. In addition, Bonk and its cus¬ 
tomers would be able to avail them¬ 
selves of Applicant’s data processing 
services. Considerations relating to the 
convenience and needs of the communi¬ 
ties to be served lend some w eight toward 
approval of the application. It is this 
Reserve Bank’s judgment that the pro¬ 
posed acquisition is in the public Interest 
and that the application should be 
approved. 

On the basis of the record os sum¬ 
marized above, the Federal Reserve Bank 
of Chicago approves the application, pro¬ 
vided the transaction shall not be con¬ 
summated (a) before the thirtieth cal¬ 
endar day following the effective date of 
tills Order or (b) later than three months 
after the effective date of this Order, 
unless such period is extended for good 
cause by the Board or by the Federal Re¬ 
serve Bank pursuant to delegated au¬ 
thority. 

By order of the Federal Reserve Bunk 
of Chicago, acting pursuant to delegated 
authority for the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System, effective 
September 9.1975. 

fSEALl Robert P. Mayo. 

President 

|TO Doc 75 24845 Filed 0-17-75;8 45 *m| 


All banking data as of December 81.1974. 

banking market is approxl- 
by tbe Dubuque RMA, which Include* 
Uubuque, Iowa; East Dubuque. Illinois*: and 
vcu > portion of Grant County, 


CITIZENS BANCORP 
Formation of Bank Holding Company 

Citizens Bancorp, Albany, Oregon, has 
applied for the Board's approval under 
f 3(a)(1) of the Bank Holding Company 
Act (12 TJB.C. 1842(a) (l>) to become a 
bank holding company through acquisi¬ 
tion of 100 percent of the voting shares 
(less directors’ qualifying shares) of the 
successor by merger to Citizens Valley 
Bank. Albany. Oregon. The factors that 
are considered in acting on the applica¬ 
tion are set forth in I 3(c) of the Act 
(12 U.8.C. 1842(c)). 

Citizens Bancorp has also applied, 
pursuant to 1 4(c) (8> of the Bank Hold¬ 
ing Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c)(8)) 
and S 225.4(b) (2) of the Board's Regula¬ 
tion Y. for permission to acquire voting 
shares of the successor by merger to 
Citizens Development Company. Albany, 
Oregon, a going concern. Notice of the 
application was published on July 21. 
1975 in The Oregon Statesman, and the 


Albany Democratic Herald, newspapers 
circulated in Salem. Marion County, 
Oregon, and Albany. Unn County. Ore¬ 
gon. respectively. 

Applicant states that the proposed 
subsidiary would engage in the activities 
of making loans to customers of CltizenR 
Valley Bank, Albany, Oregon, including 
loans on a participation basis: purchas¬ 
ing discount contracts and mortgagee 
participation In federal fund invest¬ 
ments: making loans to Industrial and 
other customers of the bank. Such nc 
tivltics have been specified by the BoutU 
in { 225.4(a) of Regulation Y as per¬ 
missible lor bank holding compart!^ 
subject to Board approval of individual 
proposals in accordance with the proce¬ 
dures of S 225.4(b). Applicant states tlv l 
the activities also engaged in by Ciibcr^ 
Development Company, which have not 
been approved by the Board, Involvin': 
the ownership and leasing of certain 
real and personal property will be dis¬ 
continued and such properties disposed 
of within a period of two years from the 
date as of which It becomes a bank 
holding company. 

Interested persons may express their 
views on the Question whether con¬ 
summation of the proposal can "reason¬ 
ably be expected to produce benefits to 
the public, such as greater convenience. 
Increased competition, or gains In ef¬ 
ficiency. that outweigh possible adverse 
effects, such as undue concentration of 
resources, decreased or unfair competi¬ 
tion, conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices." Any request for a 
hearing on this question should be ac¬ 
companied by a statement summarizing 
the evidence the person requesting the 
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit * 
at the hearing and a statement of the 
reasons why this matter should not be 
resolved without a hearing. 

The application may be inspected at the 
offices of the Board of Governors or at 
the Federal Reserve Bank of San 
Francisco. 

Any views or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in w r riting and 
received by the Secretary, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System. 
Washington. D.C. 20551, not later than 
October 10. 1975. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System. September 5, 1975. 

I seal 1 Griffith L. Garwood. 

Assistant Secretary of the Board . 

[FR Doc.75-24846 Filed 9-17-15;8:45 am) 


FIRST BANC GROUP, INC. 

Order Approving Retention of St. Louis 
Computer Center, Inc. 

First Banc Group, Inc.. Crevc Coeur, 
Missouri, a bank holding company 
within the meaning of the Bank Holding 
Company Act. has applied for the 
Board's approval, under section 4(c)(8) 
of the Act and 1225.4(b)(2) of the 
Board’s Regulation Y. to retain all of the 
voting shares of 8t. Louis Computer Cen¬ 
ter. Inc., Creve Coeur. Missouri ("Com- 
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parsy"), Company enrages in the activi¬ 
ties of providing bookkeeping and data 
processing services for the internal 
operations of Applicant and its banking 
subsidiaries, and storing and processing 
other banking, financial, or related 
economic data including performing 
pavroll. accounts receivable, accounts 
payable, and general ledger services for 
others. 8uch activities have been deter¬ 
mined by the Board to be closely related 
to banking (12 CFR 225.4(a) (8)). 

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and view., on the pub¬ 
lic interest factors, lias been duly pub¬ 
lished (40 Federal Register 31284». The 
time for filing comments and views has 
expired, and the Board has considered 
all comments received in the light of the 
public interest factors set forth in sec¬ 
tion 4(c)(8) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1843(0 (8))« 

The Board regards the standards of 
section 4(c)(8) for the retention of 
shares in a nonbanking company to be 
the same as the standards for a proposed 
section 4(c)(8) acquisition. Applicant is 
the 22nd largest banking organization in 
Missouri and controls four banks with 
aggregate deposits of approximately $72 
million, representing .5 per cent of total 
deposits In commercial banks in the 
State.’ Company (1974 revenue of $382,- 
000 >* * was virtually a failing concern 
when acquired. Furthermore, at the time 
of acquisition. Applicant's only subsidi¬ 
ary bank performed data processing ac¬ 
tivities for Its interna] use. It does not 
appear, based upon the facte of record, 
that the acquisition of Company by Ap¬ 
plicant had an adverse effect on competi¬ 
tion in the area serviced by Company, 
which is approximated by the northern 
half of the City and County of 8t. Louis. 
Missouri. It further does not appear that 
the retention of Company would have an 
adverse effect on competition in any rele¬ 
vant area. Neither Applicant nor its 
other subsidiaries presently engage In 
the same activities as Company. Nor is 
there any evidence indicating that the 
retention of Company would lend to an 
undue concentration of resources, con¬ 
flicts of interests, or unsound banking 
practices. Furthermore, approval of the 
application should enable Company to 
remain a viable competitor in serving the 
data processing needs of the relevant 
community. 


* Banking data are an of December 3i, 
1074. adjusted to reflect bonk holding com¬ 
pany formation* and acquisition* approved 
through July 23, 1075. On July 24. 1075, the 
Reserve Bank of St. Louie approved under 
delegated authority the application by Ap¬ 
plicant to acquire Commonwealth Bank. 
Wenuvllle. Missouri (depoelU of 57.2 mil¬ 
lion). That proposed acquisition ha* not 
yet been consummated. 

• Applicant acquired Company on Febru¬ 
ary 0. 1071. The acquisition of Company wm 
permissible on the baaia of flection 4(c) (12) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act and 
5 225.4(d) of the Board * Regulation Y. Ap¬ 
plicant Is now seeking Board approval under 
*ectlon 4(c) (8) of the Act to retain Com¬ 
pany beyond January 1, 1981. 


NOTICES 

Based upon the foregoing and other 
considerations reflected in the record, the 
Board has determined that the balance 
of tiie public Interest factors the Board 
is required to consider under section 4(c) 
(8) is favorable. Accordingly, the appli¬ 
cation is hereby approved. This determi¬ 
nation is subject to the conditions set 
forth in $ 225.4(c) of Regulation Y and 
to the Board’s authority to requlro such 
modification or termination of the ac¬ 
tivities of a holding company or any of 
Its subsidiaries as the Board finds neces¬ 
sary to assure compliance with the pro¬ 
visions and purposes of the Act and the 
Board's regulations and orders issued 
thereunder, or to prevent evasion thereof. 

By order of the Board of Governors.' 
effective September 8. 1975. 

( seal 1 Theodore E. Allison, 

Secretary of the Board . 

|rR Doc.76-2*4847 Filed 9-l7-75;8:45 un.| 


MARINE MIDLAND BANKS, INC. 

Acquisition of Bank 

Marine Midland Banks, Inc.. Buffalo. 
New York, has applied for the Board's 
approval under section 3(a)(3) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842 (a)( 3)) to acquire 100 per cent of 
the voting shares (less directors* quali¬ 
fying shares) of Marine Midland Bank, 
Buffalo. New York, a proposed new’ bank. 
The factors that are considered In acting 
on the application are set forth in sec¬ 
tion 3(c> of the Act 02 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of New 
York. Any person wishing to comment 
on the application should submit views 
in writing to the Reserve Bank to be 
received not later than October 10. 1975. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, September 10. 1975. 

I seal 1 GRirrrm L. Garwood, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

|FR Doc 75-24848 Filed 0-l7-76;8:45 amj 


STANLEY BANCSHARES, INC. 

Formation of Bank Holding Company 

Stanley Bancshares, Inc.. 8tanley, 
Kansas, has applied for the Board’s ap¬ 
proval under section 3(a)(1) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842 
(a) (D) to become a bank holding com¬ 
pany through acquisition of 89 per cent 
or more of the voting shares of State 
Bank of Stanley. Stanley, Kansas. The 
factors that are considered In acting on 
the application are set forth in section 
3(0 of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(0 ). 

Stanley Bancshares, Inc.. Stanley, 
Kansas, has also applied, pursuant to 
section 4(c)(8) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c) (8)) and 
section 225.4(b) (2) of the Board's Reg- 


* Voting for thU action: Oovemora Bucher, 
Holland. Walllch, Ooldweil. and Jackson. Ab¬ 
sent and not voting: Chairman Burns and 
Governor Mitchell. 


ulutlon Y, for permission to acquire vot¬ 
ing shares of Stanley Insurers, Inc., 
Stanley. Kansas, a going concern. Notice 
of the application was published on Au¬ 
gust 17. 1975. In The Kansas City Star. 4 
newspaper circulated in Kansas City, 
Missouri. 

Applicant states that the proposed sub¬ 
sidiary would engage in the activities of 
on Insurance agency business in a town 
with a population of less than 5,000 for 
the sale of credit life and credit accident 
and health Insurance directly related to 
extensions of credit by State Bank of 
Stanley. Applicant states that such 
activities have been specified by the 
Board in section 225.4(a) of Regulation Y 
as permissible for bank holding com¬ 
panies. subject to Board approval of in¬ 
dividual proposals in accordance with 
the procedures of section 225.4(b). 

Interested persons may express thdr 
views on the question whether consum¬ 
mation of the proposal can “reasonably 
be expected to produce benefits to the 
public, such as greater convenience, in¬ 
creased competition, or gains in effi¬ 
ciency, that outweigh possible adverse 
effects, such as undue concentration of 
resources, decreased or unfair competi¬ 
tion. conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices." Any request for a 
hearing on this question should be ac¬ 
companied by a statement summarizing 
the evidence the person requesting the 
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit at 
the hearing and a statement of the 
reasons why this matter should not be 
resolved without a hearing. 

The application may be Inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kan xs 
City. 

Any views or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and re¬ 
ceived by the Secretary. Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System. 
Washington, D C. 20551. not later than 
October 10, 1975. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System. September 12, 1975. 

(seal! Griffith L. Garwood. 

Assistant Secretary of the Board 

{PR Doc.75-24849: Filed 0-17-75:8:45 am) 


SWB CORP. 

Formation of Bank Holding Company 

SWB Corporation. Oklahoma City, 
Oklahoma, has applied for the Boards 
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U-S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company through acquisition of 80 per¬ 
cent or more of the voting shares of 
South Bank & Trust Company. Oklahoma 
City. Oklahoma. The factors that are 
considered In acting on the application 
arc set forth in section 3te) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected nt 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City. Any person wishing to comment on 
the application should submit views In 
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writing to the Secretary. Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System. 
Washington, D.C. 20551 to be received 
not later than October 10. 1975. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve 8ystem, September 10. 1075. 

(seal! Griotth L. Garwood. 

Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

\m Doc.76-34860 Filed 9-17-75;8:43 axn| 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

PRIVACY ACT 

Notice of Systems of Records 

Notice Is hereby given of an amend¬ 
ment to the NSF Systems of Records 
Number 14 entitled, "Grants to Individ¬ 
uals", as published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister, Vol. 40, No. 166, Part III. pages 
381 32-38133 on August 26. 1975. The fol¬ 
lowing changes are made in the follow¬ 
ing characteristics of that system of rec¬ 
ords: 

L The "System location" Is revised to 
rend as follows: 

System location: This is a decentral¬ 
ized system With respect to ail success¬ 
ful applicants for support, records are 
kept at the National Science Foundation, 
Grants and Contracts Office. 1800 G 
Street, NW. Washington. D.C. 20550. 
Separate records are also kept at the 
various program offices of the Foundation 
aliich manage the particular programs 
involved. These records may cover both 
successful and unsuccessful applicants. 

2. Categories of individuals covered 
by the systems" is revised to read as 
follows: 

C ategories of individuals covered by 
the system: Individuals applying for 
and/or receiving support from the Na¬ 
tional Science Foundation. 

3. The "Safeguards" portion of "Poli¬ 
cies and practices for storing, retrieving. 
Accusing, retaining, and disposing of 
records in the system" Is revised to read 
&> follows: 

Safeguards: Building employs guards. 
Building is locked during non-business 
hours when guard is not on duty. Rooms 
in which records ore kept are locked dur¬ 
ing non-business hours. GCO records are 
kept in locked power flies. 

4. "Systems managerial and address" 
h revised to read as follows: 

System manager (s) and address: 
Grants Officer as to GCO flies and head 
of the particular program Involved &s to 
the remainder. 

5. "Notification Procedure" Is revised 
to read as follows: 

Notification Procedure: The NSF 
Privacy Act Officer should be contacted 
In accordance with procedures found at 
15 CFR Part 613. In addition, your re¬ 
quest should state (1) the type of grant 
and program Involved and (2) whether 
you were a recipient of an award or an 
unsuccessful applicant. 

Dated: September 10.1975. 

H. GUYTOtD St T.VT.K. 

Director. 

IPR Doc.75-34784 Filed 9-15-75:0:57 &m] 


NOTICES 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY BOARD 

[N-AR 75-241 

SAFETY RECOMMENDATIONS TO FED¬ 
ERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION AND 

RESPONSES 

Notice of Availability and Receipt 

Safety Recommendations. The Na¬ 
tional Transportation Safety Board on 
September 9. 1975. issued to the Federal 
Aviation Administration recommenda¬ 
tion A-75-78. the latest of 14 recommen¬ 
dations proposed by the Board as a re¬ 
sult of 11s Investigation of the Trans 
World Airlines Flight 514 crash at Berry- 
ville. Virginia, last December 1st. The 
Safety Board now recommends that the 
FAA: "Revise paragraph 1011 of FAA 
Handbook 8260.19. dated December 12, 
1974, to require that on approach pro¬ 
cedures. for which neither a procedure 
turn nor a 1-minute holding pattern is 
authorized, the profile must start either 
at the intermediate fix or at an altitude 
equal to the minimum sector altitude for 
tiie quadrant In which the procedure be¬ 
gins." Previously reported recommenda¬ 
tions concerning the Flight 514 accident 
were A-75-45 and 46 (40 FR 24252). A- 
75-52 <40 FR 25861). A-75-54 and 55 <40 
FR 29132). A-75-58 and 59 (40 FR 
32177), and A-75-74 through 77 (40 FR 
42247). Also resulting from the investi¬ 
gation of this accident are two other rec¬ 
ommendations: A-75-56, issued July 3. 
asking that FAA publish a comprehen¬ 
sive lexicon of ATC terms and provide 
for its use by all pilots and ATC special¬ 
ists: and A-75-62. issued August 5, rec¬ 
ommending that FAA designate a specific 
authority to have final responsibility, 
both editorially and technically, for the 
content of the Airman's Information 
Manual. 

Responses to Safety Recommenda¬ 
tions. The following letter responses were 
received last week from addressees of 
earlier Safety Board recommendations: 

From the Office of Pipeline Safety Op¬ 
erations (OPSO) .letter of September 3 re 
recommendations P-75-1 through 3. con¬ 
cerning the March 2, 1974. pipeline acci¬ 
dent at Monroe. Louisiana <40 FR 25107). 
With reference to the first recommenda¬ 
tion, OPSO will initiate action during 
FY-76 to conduct, in cooperation with 
appropriate parties, an industrywide sur¬ 
vey on the value of casing pipelines be¬ 
neath roads and railroads. A decision as 
to rulemaking action Is promised by FY- 
77. Regarding the second recommenda¬ 
tion. 0P80 will consider further action 
tn recommendations resulting from eval¬ 
uation of a contract report recently re¬ 
ceived relative to its study, "Rapid Shut¬ 
down of Failed Pipeline Systems and 
Limiting of Pressure to Prevent Pipeline 
Failure Due to Overpressure." The eval¬ 
uation will be completed during FY-76. 
Tn commenting on the third recommenda¬ 
tion. OPSO believes that it would be In¬ 
appropriate to require an operator to 
conduct soil tests along its pipeline Bys¬ 
tem unless there Ls an indication that a 
hazard exists. OPSO notes that the prob¬ 
ability of the creation of excessive stress 
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in the area of cased road and railroad 
crossings and appropriate preventative 
measures is an item that will be included 
in the above-mentioned industrywide 
survey. 

From Southern Pacific Transportation 
Company, letter of September 3. re rec¬ 
ommendation R-75-28 contained in the 
report of the hazardous materials acci¬ 
dent at the company's Englewood Yard. 
Houston. Texas. September 21. 1974 <40 
FR 33287). The company will review the 
design of the huxnp at Englewood, as rec¬ 
ommended. The letter states. "One prom¬ 
ising solution is the development of a 
'slippery wheel detector* to detect con¬ 
taminated wheels and stop the car before 
it Is humped." Southern Pacific L work¬ 
ing on the development of this equip¬ 
ment, assisted by Stanford Research In¬ 
stitute. The company reports the testing 
of the first pilot model ahead of the hump 
at Richmond Transfer. California, on 
May 27, 1975; further development work 
is proceeding. 

From the Federal Railroad Adminis¬ 
tration, letter of September 8. concern¬ 
ing recommendation R-75-24, issued in 
the report of the Long Island Rail Road 
commuter train accident at Huntington 
Station, New York. December 1. 1974 <40 
FR 25107). FRA states that It will pub¬ 
lish an Advance Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making, late this year, which will estab¬ 
lish requirements for safe operation of 
rail passenger car door systems. Further, 
FRA intends to revise the accident 
incident reporting system to Include 
cause codes to obtain data on door in¬ 
cidents. and expects to accomplish the 
revision by the end of the year. 

The recommendation letters are avail¬ 
able to the general public: single copies 
may be obtained without charge. A $4.00 
user-service charge will be made for each 
recommendation response, in addition to 
a charge of 10c per page for reproduc¬ 
tion. All requests must be in writing, ad¬ 
dressed to: Publications Unit, National 
Transportation Safety Board. Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20594. 

(Soc. 807 of the Independent Safety Board 
Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-833. 88 8Ut, 2172 
40 U.8.C. 1906)) 

Marcaxxt L. Fisher. 

Federal Register 
Liaison Officer. 

Suit EM*™ 15. 1975. 

(FR Doc.75-24917 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am] 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

(Docket No. 50-334) 

DUQUESNE LIGHT COMPANY, ET AL. 
(BEAVER VALLEY POWER STATION, 
UNIT 1) 

Order Convening Hearing 

The Atomic 8afcty and Licensing 
Board, in a review of the record hi this 
proceeding, has concluded to develop 
upon the public record the resolution 
and disposition of certain remaining 
uncompetled construction requirements 
as presently reflected In the evidence now 
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of record. The Board is mindful of the 
Commission direction In the Matter of 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York* Inc.* Docket No. 50-247 (Indian 
Point No. 2>, RAI-74-6 at pages 951-2 
that: 

... Aia general proposition* tasues should 
bo dealt with In the hearings and not left 
over for later (and possibly more Informal) 
resolution. ... In short* the "post-hearing* 
approach should be employed sparingly and 
only In clear cases. In doubtful cases, the 
matter should be resolved in an adversary 
framework prior to issuance of licenses, re¬ 
opening hearings if necessary. 

The Board has concerns respecting the 
following items which have safety impli¬ 
cations. The Board believes that the 
satisfactory resolution of these items 
can best be rendered after a hearing in 
which the Regulatory Staff can present 
data and views respecting the items enu¬ 
merated herein. All parties likewise may 
present data and views on these matters. 
The Board notes that Applicants’ latest 
communication respecting readiness to 
load fuel Indicates that early November 
is the presently contemplated time for 
that loading. 

The Board has* In accordance with the 
Rules of Practice, contacted all parties 
and determined that October 16. 1975 
Is a convenient date for the commence¬ 
ment of hearing to consider the following 
Items: 

1. Record review indicated that emer¬ 
gency power components and the SIS 
accumulators had been installed with¬ 
out evidence of seismic qualification and 
certain required test data. 

2. Deviation from PSAR commitment. 
Excess Letdown Heat Exchanger In¬ 
stalled* without missile protection as 
stated In FSAR. Inspector's observation. 

3. DLC does not have a documented 
program for calibrating meters and 
indicators after turnover from the 
constructor. 

4. In view of the recent history of steam 
generator tube corrosion and failure as 
reviewed in the Prairie Island case (see 
especially ALAB-284), the Board wishes 
to know whether any recent changes 
have been made In Applicants' plans for 
secondary water treatment or steam 
generator tube inspection at Beaver Val¬ 
ley. The Board will wish to see positive 
assurance that adequate precautions are 
being taken to assure steam generator 
tube Integrity under all conditions of op¬ 
eration. including the full range of off- 
normal and accident conditions. 

5. The Board desires information sup¬ 
porting the Regulatory Staff's conclusion 
concerning the generic character of the 
problem of reactor pressure vessel 
supports. 

6. The Board desires additional data 
related to the environmental stresses for 
which the Westinghouse equipment in 
the Beaver Valley Unit No. 1 may not be 
properly qualified. 

7. The Board wishes to further exam¬ 
ine the Staff’s decision not to refer these 
asserted generic matters to the Comm Is-, 
sion for policy guidance. 

In addition* the Board will consider 
any safety implications of Items in the 


Inspection Reports as reviewed by the 
Regulatory Staff or by the Office of In¬ 
spection and Enforcement since the last 
evidentiary presentation. 

Whereupon, it is ordered, In accord¬ 
ance with the Atomic Energy Act, as 
amended, and the Rules of Practice of 
the Commission, that an evidentiary 
hearing In this proceeding shall convene 
at 9 a.m. on Thursday, October 16, 1975. 
in a Courtroom to be designated by later 
order in the U.8. District Court, U.8. 
Post Office and Courthouse. 7th and 
Orand Streets, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 
15230* to consider evidence and views of 
all parties on the foregoing listed items. 

Issued: September 12, 1975, Bethesda, 
Maryland. 

Atomic Safety and Licens¬ 
ing Board, 

Samuel W. Jensch* 

Chairman. 

(PR Doc.75 24885 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 lin.] 


I Docket No. 60-133) 


HUMBOLDT BAY NUCLEAR PLANT 
Petition for License Suspension 

Notice is hereby given that by TWX 
dated August 24* 1975, Mr. Thomas Col¬ 
lins of Eureka, California filed a request 
for suspension or revocation of operat¬ 
ing license No. DPR-7, held by the Pa¬ 
cific Gas and Electric Company. In ac¬ 
cordance with the procedures specified 
in 10 CFR 5 2.206, appropriate action will 
be taken on this request within a reason¬ 
able time. 

A copy of Mr. Collins’s request is avail¬ 
able for inspection In the Commission's 
Public Document Room* 1717 H Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20555. 

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland the 11th 
day of September, 1975* 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion, 


Robert W. Reid, 
Chief , Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 4 , Division of Re¬ 
actor Licensing . 


|FR Doc 75-24886 Filed 9-17-75;8:45 am] 


| Docket No. 6TN 50-485) 

ROCHESTER GAS AND ELECTRIC CORP. 

Availability of Safety Evaluation Report 
for Sterling Power Project Nuclear Unit 
No. 1 

Notice is hereby given that the Office 
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation has pub¬ 
lished its Safety Evaluation Report on 
the proposed construction of the Sterling 
Power Project Nuclear Unit No. 1 to be 
located in Cayuga County, New York. 
Notice of receipt of the application filed 
by Rochester Oas and Electric Corpora¬ 
tion to construct and operate the Sterling 
Power Project Nuclear Unit No. 1 was 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 30. 1974 i39 FR 31694). 

Rochester Gas and Electric Corpora¬ 
tion together with a group of four other 
utilities, consisting of the Kansas Gas 
and Electric Company, Kansas City 


Power and Light Company. Union Elec- 
trie Company, and Northern States 
Power Company (the SNUPPS utilities), 
under the acronym SNUPPS (Standard¬ 
ized Nuclear Unit Power Plant System) 
submitted a standard plant design for 
review under the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission's standardization policy 
statement of March 5, 1973. The five 
SNUPPS utilities have filed four separate 
applications with the Commission for 
licenses to construct and operate four 
proposed standardized plants or 8NUPPS 
plants (consisting of a total of five units) 
under the duplicate plant option of the 
Commission's policy. This policy allows, 
under one of the options, for a simultane¬ 
ous review of the safety-related param¬ 
eters of a limited number of duplicate 
plants which are to be constructed within 
a limited time span. 

The report is being referred to the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards and is being made available at 
the Commission’s Public Document 
Room. 1717 H Street, N.W., Washlngt^m, 
D.C. and at the Oswego City Library. 120 
East Second Street, Oswego, New York 
for Inspection and copying. The report 
(Document No. NUREG 75/082) can also 
be purchased, at current rates, from the 
National Technical Information 8crvicc, 
Springfield, Virginia 22151. 

Separate safety evaluation reports will 
be Issued for each application. On Au¬ 
gust 7,1975 the Office of Nuclear Reactor 
Regulation Issued its Safety Evaluation 
Report (Document No. NUREG 75/076) 
for the Union Electric Company ’s Calla¬ 
way Plant, which Is available from the 
National Technical Information Service 
at a cost of $7.25 per paper copy and $2.25 
for microfiche. On September 3,1975 the 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation Is¬ 
sued its Safety Evaluation Report (Docu¬ 
ment No. NUREO 75/080) for the Wolf 
Creek Nuclear Generating Station. Unit 
No. 1, which is available from the Na¬ 
tional Technical Information Service at a 
cost of $7.00 per paper copy and $2.25 
for microfiche. 

Dated at Bethesda* Maryland this 10th 
day of September, 1975. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

D. B. Vassallo. 

Chief, Light Water Reactors. Proj¬ 
ect Branch l-t> Division of Re¬ 
actor Licensing . 

(FR Doc.75-24887 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am) 


[Construction Permit Nos. CPPR-7T * 
CPPR-78] 

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO. 
(NORTH ANNA POWER STATION, UNITS 
1 AND 2) 

Assignment of Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Appeal Board 

Notice Is hereby given that. In ac cord - 
ance with the authority in 10 CFR 2.787 
(a), the Chairman of the Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Appeal Panel has assigned 
the following panel members to serve as 
the Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal 
Board for this proceeding: 
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Richard S. Sulzman. Chairman 
Dr. John H. Buck, Member 
Michael C. Farrar, Member 

Dated: September 12, 1975. 

Romayne M. Sxrvtski. 

Secretary to the 
Appeal Board. 
|FB Doc.75-24688 FUed 0-17-75:8:45 am] 


WATER REACTOR AND SAFETY RESEARCH 
INFORMATION 

Meeting 

September 12, 1975. 

Announcement of the Third Water 
Reactor Safety Research Information 
meeting —scheduled for September 29. 30 
and October 1. 2, 1975. 

A four-day meeting to discuss recent 
technical achievements In water reactor 
safety research programs will be con¬ 
ducted by the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission’s Division of Reactor Safety ^Re¬ 
search on September 29. 30 and October 
1. 2, 1975. ~ 

More than 450 representatives of gov¬ 
ernment, industry, universities and for¬ 
eign nations as well as public interest 
groups have been invited to the Third 
Water Reactor Safety Research Infor¬ 
mation Meeting which is to be held in 
the auditoriums and conference rooms 
at the National Bureau of Standards, 
Administration Budding 101. 

The meeting is open to public at¬ 
tendance and observation. Due to the 
large attendance at this meeting, a $4.00 
per day registration fee will be required 
to pay for luncheon meals and coffee 
served during the meeting. 

Interested persons wishing to attend 
this meeting or requiring further infor¬ 
mation should call the Water Reactor 
Safety Research Office, 301/973-5578. 

Summaries of the material to be pre¬ 
sented at this meeting will be available 
at the National Bureau of Standards 
during the 4-dny session. A copy of the 
summaries will also be placed in the Nu¬ 
clear Regulatory Commission's Public 
Document Room. 1717 H Street, NW. 
Washington, D.C. after the completion 
of the meeting. 

Herfert J. C. Kouts. 

Director, Office of 
Nuclear Regulatory Research . 

IPR Doc.75-24880 Piled 9-17-75:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 50-298] 

NEBRASKA PUBLIC POWER DISTRICT 

Notice of Proposed Issuance of 

Amendment to Facility Operating License 

The U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion (the Commission) is considering is¬ 
suance of an amendment to Facility Op¬ 
erating License No. DPR-46 issued to 
Nebraska Public Power District (the li- 
C ? asee i: for operation of the Cooper Nu¬ 
clear Station (the facility), a boiling- 
water reactor, located in Nemaha Coun¬ 
ty Nebraska. 

In accordance with the licensee’s ap¬ 
plication for a license amendment dated 


July 10. 1975. as supplemented by filing 
dated July 14. 1975. the amendment 
would modify operating limits in the 
Technical Specifications based upon an 
evaluation of ECCS performance cal¬ 
culated In accordance with an accepta¬ 
ble evaluation model that conforms to 
the requirements of the Commission’s 
regulations in 10 CFR Section 50.46. The 
amendment would modify various limits 
established in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s Interim Acceptance Criteria, 
and would, with respect to the facility, 
terminate the further restrictions im¬ 
posed by the Commission's December 27, 
1974 Order for Modification of License, 
and would impose instead, limitations 
established in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s Acceptance Criteria for Emer¬ 
gency Core Cooling Systems for Light 
Water Nuclear Power Reactors. 10 CFR 
Section 50.46. The amendment would also 
revise the Technical Specifications to 
permit operation of the facility using op¬ 
erating limits based on the General Elec¬ 
tric Thermal Analysis Basis <GETAB>. 

Prior to Issuance of the proposed li¬ 
cense amendment, the Commission will 
have made the findings required by the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954. os amended 
(the Act), and the Commission's rules 
and regulations. 

By October 20. 1975, the licensee may 
flic a request for a hearing and any per¬ 
son whose interest may be affected by 
this proceeding may file a request for a 
hearing in the form of a petition for leave 
to intervene with respect to the Lssuancc 
of the amendment to the subject facility 
operating license. Petitions for leave to 
intervene must be filed under oath or 
affirmation in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of 4 2.714 of 10 CFR Part 2 of the 
Commission’s regulations. A petition for 
leave to intervene must set forth the in¬ 
terest of the petitioner in the proceed¬ 
ing. how that interest may be affected 
by the results of the proceeding, and the 
petitioner's contentions with respect to 
the proposed licensing action. Such pe¬ 
titions must be filed in accordance with 
the provisions of this Federal Register 
Notice and 12.714. and must be filed 
with the Secretary of the Commission. 
UJ3. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington. DC. 20555, Attention: 
Docketing and Service Section, by the 
above date. A copy of the petition and/ 
or request for a hearing should be sent 
to the Executive Legal Director. U.S. Nu¬ 
clear Regulatory Commission. Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20555, and to Mr. Gene Watson, 
Attorney. Barlow. Watson & Johnson. 
P.O. Box 81686, Lincoln, Nebraska 68501 
and Mr. Arthur C. Gehr, Attorney. Snell 
Si Wilmer. 400 Security Building. Phoe¬ 
nix. Arizona 85004. attorneys for the 
licensee. 

A petition for leave to Intervene must 
be accompanied by a supporting affidavit 
which identifies the specific aspect or 
aspects of the proceeding os to which 
intervention is desired and specifics with 
particularity the facts on which tlie pe¬ 
titioner relics as to both his interest and 
his contentions with regard to each as¬ 


pect on which intervention is requested. 
Petitions stating contentions relating 
only to matters outside the Commission’s 
Jurisdiction will be denied. 

All petitions will be acted upon by the 
Commission or licensing board, desig¬ 
nated by the Commission or by the 
Chairman of the Atomic Safety and Li¬ 
censing Board Panel. Timely petitions 
will be considered to determine whether 
a hearing should be noticed or another 
appropriate order issued regarding the 
disposition of the petitions. 

In the event that a hearing U held 
and a person is permitted to intervene, 
he becomes a party to the proceeding 
and has a right to participate fully in 
the conduct of the hearing. For example, 
he may present evidence and examine 
and cross-examine witnesses. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, sec (1) the application for 
amendment dated July 10. 1975, os 
supplemented by filing dated July 14. 
1975. (2> the Commission’s Order for 
Modification of License and the docu¬ 
ments referred to in the Order dated 
December 27. 1974. published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on January 9. 1975 <4Q FR 
1767), (3) the n on- proprietary General 
Electric Report NEDO-10958 on GETAB, 
and (4) the Commission’s evaluation 
dated September 1974 of the General 
Electric Report <NEDO-10958). which 
are available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room. 
1717 H Street. NW.. Washington. D.C.. 
and at the Auburn Public Library. 1118 
15th Street. Auburn, Nebraska 68305. 
The license amendment and the Safety 
Evaluation, when issued, may be in¬ 
spected at the above locations, and a copy 
may be obtained upon request addressed 
to the UJ5. Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. Washington. DC. 20555. Attention: 
Director, Division of Reactor Licensing. 

Dated at Bethcsda, Maryland, this 15th 
day of September. 1975. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis L. Ziemakn. 

Chief . Operating Reactors 

Branch #2, Division of Reac¬ 
tor Licensing . 

|FR Doc,75-25009 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am] 

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 

COMMISSION ON FEDERAL PAPERWORK 
Cancellation of Public Meeting 
Notice Is hereby given for the can¬ 
cellation of the meeting of the Commis¬ 
sion on Federal Paperwork which ap¬ 
peared on Page 39564, Volume 40, No. 168 
of the Federal Register dated August 28, 
1975 and scheduled for September 18. 
1975 in Room S^407. The Capitol, at 10:00 
am. 

Velma N. Baldwin, 
Assistant to the Director 
for Administration. 

[m Doc.75-24914 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am] 
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CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 
List of Requests 

The following Is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports Intended for use In 
collecting Information from the public 
received by the Office of Management 
and Budget on 9-15-75 (44 USC 3509). 
The purpose of publishing this list In the 
Federal Register is to inform the public. 
The list includes the title of each re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of 
information; the agency form num¬ 
ber^). if applicable; the frequency 
with which the information is pro¬ 
posed to be collected; the name of the 
reviewer or reviewing division within 
OMB, and an indication of who will be 
the respondents to the proposed 
collection. 

Requests for extension which appear 
to raise no significant issues are to be ap- 
provided after brief notice through this 
release. 

Further information about the Items 
on this daily list may be obtained from 
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget Washington. D.C. 20503 
(202-395-4529), or from the reviewer 
listed. 

New Fobm» 

DEPARTMENT OP STATE IEXCL. AID AND ACTION) 

<Queetlonalre on Typo, Activities. Functions 
of American "World Affaire” Organization*, 
single-time, various World Affaire Organi¬ 
sations, Kvlngcr, S. K 305-3710. 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

JnAcrvlce Questionnaire — Secondary 
Teacher*. Inxcrvlce Questionnaire—Ele¬ 
mentary Teachers, single-time, sampling 
of math teacher* In pubUc schools. Joan 
Turtle. 

ENVIRON MENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

University of Colorado Epidemiological and 
Consent Form for Plutonium Study, on 
occasion, individuals In or near Denver and 
Pueblo. Colorado. Dick Elsinger. 305-5140. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Bureau of Census. Import Questionnaire. Ex¬ 
port Questionnaire: Survey of Domestic 
and International Transportation of UJS. 
Foreign Trade: 1975. TO-601. TO-502, quar¬ 
terly. survey sample of importers and ex¬ 
porters. Straseer, A., 305-5307. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 

National Institute of Education: Focused 
Interview of Teachers—Reading Compre¬ 
hension in Middle Grades. NIE 130. single¬ 
time, teachers, school personnel, Joan 
Turek. 

Office of Human Development: Consumer 
Survey, single-time, representative of con¬ 
sumer organizations, human resources di¬ 
vision. Dick Elsinger. 305-3532 
Office of Education: National Diffusion and 
Adoption Network: Status Survey I. OB- 
434, OK-434-1, OB-434-2, single-time. Indi¬ 
viduals. human resources division. Joan 
Txirek. 305-3532. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Departmental and other, Evaluation Form 
for Children In Custody: Census of Ju¬ 
venile Detention and Correctional Facul¬ 
ties, LBAA 3500/2, annually, any children 
In custody users desiring to comment, 
Lowry, R. L.. 305-3772, 


DEF ART MEN T OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration: 

Screening Activities Report. FAA 1350-7, 
monthly, airline, airport and law en¬ 
forcement personnel. Harry B. Sheftel. 
Screening Activities. Arrest Report. FAA 
1660-3. on occasion, law enforcement, 
airport and airline personnel, Harry B. 
Sheftel. 

Revisions 

GENERAL SEE VICES ADMINISTRATION 

Qualifications Inquiry—Clerical Positions, 
G3A 1341, on occasion, personnel ofSce, 
Caywood. D. P.. 395 -3443. 

Qualifications Inquiry for Administrative, 
Technical and Professional Positions, OSA 
1840, on occasion, personnel office. Cay- 
wood. D P.. 395-3443. 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

Reference Form for Appraisal of Applicant. 
FL1Q-341A, on occasion, physicians, den¬ 
tists, and nurres. Caywood. D. P.. 395-3443. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Statistical Reporting Service. Wheat Pasture 
Inquiry, other (see SF-831, wheat growers, 
Marsha Traynham, 395-4529. 

DEPARTMENT OP COMMERCE 

Bureau of Census. 8urvoy of Residential 
Alteration* and Repairs—Initial and Sub¬ 
sequent Mall Questionnaire. QH8 731, 
quarterly, owners or manager* of rental 
properties in QHS, Marcha Trnyuham. 395- 
4529. 

DEPARTMENT OP HEALTH. EDUCATION. AND 

WELFARE 

Social and Rehabilitation Service: 

Interim State Agency Report on Staff De¬ 
velopment Expenditures. SRSNCSS114, 
annually* State agencies, Marsha Trayn¬ 
ham. 395-4520. 

Office of Education: 

El Segls vn Part A-I, State Fall Report on 
Staff and Pupil*. OE 2350-5. annually. 
State education agenda*. Joan Turck. 

DEPARTMENT OP HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Bousing Management, Mortgagee/Landlord 
Statement. HUD- 9952, on occasion, mort¬ 
gage lenders, landlords. Community and 
Veterans Affaire Division. 395-3532. 

DEPARTMENT OP TRANSPORTATION 

National Highway Traffic Safety Administra¬ 
tion, National Accident Alert—Air Cushion/ 
Crash Recorder Fleet. IIS-288. on occa¬ 
sion, participants and 8tato and local 
police, Mare ha Traynham. 395-4529. 

Phillip D. Larsen. 
Budget and Manager Officer. 
[FR Doc.75-25003 Filed 9-13-75:8:45 am) 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

REPORT COORDINATING GROUP 
(ADVISORY) 

Notice of Public Meeting 

Pursuant to Section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Pub¬ 
lic Law 92-463. 86 Stat. 770. the Secu¬ 
rities and Exchange Commission an¬ 
nounces* a public advisory committee 
meeting. Pursuant to Section 8b<3) ol 
Office of Management and Budget Cir¬ 
cular No. A-63 Revised, less than 15 
days notice is being given because of the 


necessity to fully formulate policy deci¬ 
sions on the implementation of the new 
uniform net capital rule before Janu¬ 
ary 1.1976. 

The Commission’s Report Coordinating 
Group (Advisory), will hold a meeting 
October 1. 1975 at the Securities and 
Exchange Commission. 500 North Capitol 
Street, Washington. D.C. The meetui;: 
will commence at 10 a.m. local time and 
will be for the purpose of discussing the 
reporting required by implements ti i 
of the new uniform net capital rule on 
January 1, 1976. Specific items to be dis¬ 
cussed include: 

1. The training programs establish; d 
by the various regulatory organization* 
for member firms: 

2. The coordination and communica¬ 
tion of interpretive positions; and 

3. The development of a program with 
regard to the filing of subordination 
agreements. 

The Group's meetings are open to the 
public. 

Any interested person may attend and 
appear before or file statements with the 
advisory committee. Said statements, if 
in written form, may be filed before or 
alter the meeting. Oral statements shall 
be made at the time and in the manner 
permitted by the Report Coordinating 
Group. 

The Report Coordinating Group wix 
formed to assist the Commission in de¬ 
veloping a coherent, industry-wide, co¬ 
ordinated reporting system. In carrying 
out this objective, the Report Coordinat¬ 
ing Group is to review all reports, forms 
and similar materials required of broker- 
dealers by the Commission, the sclf- 
regulatory community and others. The 
Group is advising the Commission on 
such matters as eliminating unnecessary 
duplication in reporting, coordinatir.^ 
reporting requirements with other regu¬ 
latory surveillance tools, reducing re¬ 
porting requirements where feasible, and 
developing the FOCUS Report of finan¬ 
cial and operational information. (Secu¬ 
rities Exchange Act Release No. 10959; 
Securities Exchange Act Release No. 
11140; Securities Exchange Act Release 
No. 11149). 

Information concerning the meeting, 
including the procedures for submitting 
statements to the Group, may be ob¬ 
tained by contacting: Mr. Daniel J. 
Pillero n. Secretary. SEC Report Coordi¬ 
nating Group. Securities and Exchange 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20549. 

f seal 1 George A. Fitzsimmons 

Secretary. 

September 16,1975. 

|FR Doo.75-25122 Filed 9-17-75: 12 :(H pro| 


(File No. 2 4A-22401 

SAN JUAN DIARY. INC. 

Order Temporarily Suspending Exemption, 
Statement of Reasons Therefor and No 
tice of Opportunity for Hearing 

September 9. 1975. 

X. On May 28. 1974 San Juan Diary. 
Inc.. 1124 Ashford Avenue, San Juan. 
Puerto Rico, 00907. ("Issuer"). a Oel^ 
ware Corporation, filed with the Com- 
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mission a notification, offering circular 
and supporting exhibits relating to a pro¬ 
posed offering of 98.000 shares of its $.10 
par value common stock at $5.00 per 
share aggregating $490,000 (Maximum) 
(or the purpose of obtaining an exemp¬ 
tion from the registration requirements 
of the Securities Act of 1933. as amended, 
pursuant to Section 8(b) thereof and 
Regulation. A promulgated thereunder. 
Ko amendments have been filed and a 
c nimcndJDg date for the offering has 
not been established. Colonial Securities, 
Inc 111 Broadway. Room 801, New York 
City. New York 10007 was named as un¬ 
de rw ritcr for the offering but subsequent¬ 
ly v, ithdnew on July 10.1974. 

IL The Commission has reasonable 
cause to believe, on the basis of informa¬ 
tion reported to it by its staff, that: 

(A) The notification and offering cir¬ 
cular contain untrue statements of mate¬ 
rial facts and omit to state material facts 
necessary in order to make the state¬ 
ments made, in the light of the circum¬ 
stances under which they’ were made, not 
misleading, particularly with respect to; 
among other things: 

(1) The failure to identify in the noti¬ 
fication and offering circular Bernard 
Zlpem as a controlling person in the 

issuer; 

(2) The failure to disclose in the offer¬ 
ing circular the financial condition of the 
issuer, including Its actual assets and lia¬ 
bilities and that the financial statements 
were not prepared in accordance with 
generally accepted accounting prin¬ 
ciples; 

<3> The failure to disclose in the offer¬ 
ing circular the number, amount and 
interest rates of outstanding loans made 

to the issuer; 

(4> The failure to accurately disclose 
tn the offering circular the compensa¬ 
tion, fees, remuneration and reimbursed 
expenses actually paid to insiders; 

<5) The failure to accurately disclose 
in the offering circular the underwriting 
arrangements made by the Issuer; 

<6) The failure to accurately disclose 
in the offering circular the professional 
background of a director; and 

<7 1 The failure to disclose in the offer¬ 
ing circular the extent to which the secu¬ 
rities proposed to be offered by the issuer 
would be diluted because of the Issuer’s 
insolvency, 

•B) The terms and conditions of Reg¬ 
ulation A have not been met In the fol¬ 
lowing respects: the failure to disclose 
the identity of the person controlling the 
wrufr; the failure to disclose the finan¬ 
cial condition of the issuer. Including Us 
actual assets and liabilities, and that its 
financial statements were not prepared 
in accordance with generally accepted 
accounting principles; the failure to ac¬ 
curately disclose the number, amount 
* ria interest rates of outstanding loans 
® adc t0 the issuer; the failure to dls- 
the compensation, fees, remunera- 
* nd reimbursed expenses actually 
Hi i ^° the failure to Accurately 

unclose the professional background of a 
Sector; and the failure to disclose the 
extent to which the securities proposed 
' offered by the Issuer would be di- 

< d because of the issuer’s Insolvency. 


NOTICES 

(C) The offering, if allowed to com¬ 
mence, would operate as a fraud and de¬ 
ceit upon purchasers in violation of Sec¬ 
tion 17(a) of the Securities Act of 1933, 
as amended. 

m. It appearing to the Commission 
that it is in the public interest and for 
the protection of investors that the ex¬ 
emption of the Issuer under Regulation A 
be temporarily suspended. 

It is ordered. Pursuant to Rule 261(a) 
of the General Rules and Regulations 
under the Securities Act of 1933, as 
amended, that the exemption of live is¬ 
suer under Regulation A be temporarily 
suspended. 

It is jurthcr ordered . Pursuant to Rule 
7 of the Commission's Rules of Practice, 
that the Issuer file an answer to the alle¬ 
gations contained in this order within 
thirty days of the entry thereof. 

Notice is hereby given, that any per¬ 
son having any interest in the matter 
may file with the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission a written request for a hearing 
within thirty days after the entry of this 
order; that within twenty days after re¬ 
ceipt of such request the Commission 
will, or at any time upon its own motion 
may. set the matter down for hearing at 
a place to be designated by the Commis¬ 
sion for the purpose of determining 
whether this order of suspension should 
be vacated or made permanent, without 
prejudice, however, to the consideration 
and presentation of additional matters 
at the hearing; and that notice of the 
time and place for said hearing will be 
promptly given by the Commission. If no 
hearing is requested and none is ordered 
by the Commission, the order shall be¬ 
come permanent on the thirtieth day 
after Us entry and sliall remain in effect 
unless it is modified or vacated by the 
Commission. 

By the Commission. 

(seal] George A. Fiitsjmmons. 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.75-24870 Filed 9-17-75.8:45 am] 

SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Llcen** No. 01 /05-0069 ) 

APCO CAPITAL CORP. 

Transfer of a Small Business Investment 
Company License 

On June 13, 1975, a Notice of applica¬ 
tion for a transfer of control of APCO 
Capital Corporation, a small business 
investment company, was published In 
the Federal Register (Vol. 10, No. 115> 
pursuant to 8 107.701 of the Small Busi¬ 
ness Administration <SBA> Regulations 
governing small business investment 
companies (13CFR 107.701 <1975>>. 

Interested parties were given until the 
close of business June 23. 2975, to submit 
their comments to SB A. No comments 
were received. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 301 (c> of the Small Business 
Investment Act of 1958. as amended, 
after having considered the application 
and all other pertinent information and 
the facts with regard thereto. SBA ap- 
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proves the transfer of control of APCO 
Capital Corporation. 

Dated: September 10. 1975. 

James Thomas Prelaw. 

Deputy Associate 

Administrator for Investment. 
{FR Due.75-34830 Filed 9-17-75;8:45 am) 


{Declaration of Disaster Loan Area s?1173| 

NEW YORK 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

Dutchess and adjacent counties within 
the State of New York, constitute a dis¬ 
aster area because of damage resulting 
from heavy rains and flooding July 9 
through July 24, 1975. Eligible persons, 
firms and organizations may file appli¬ 
cations for loans for physical damage 
until the close of business on Novem¬ 
ber 10. 1975, and for economic injury 
until the close of business on June 9,1970. 
at: 

Small Business Administration. District Of¬ 
fice. 26 Federal Plaea. Boom 3100, New York. 
New York 20007. 

or other locally announced locations. 
Dated: September 9,1975. 

Thomas S. IClei-pe. 

Administrator. 

I Fit Doc 75-24837 Filed 9-17-75^:45 am] 


| Declaration of Disaster Loan Area No 1174] 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Declaration of Disaster Area 

Burleigh and adjacent counties within 
the State of North Dakota, constitute a 
disaster area because of damage result¬ 
ing from severe thunderstorm and flood¬ 
ing on July 31, 1975. Eligible person?, 
firms and organizations may file appli¬ 
cations for loans for physical damage 
until the close of business on November 
10. 1975. and for economic injury until 
the close of business on June 10, 1976. 
at: 

Small Buftlneu Administration. District Of¬ 
fice, Federal Office Building. Room 218, 653 
Second Avenue North. Forgo. North 
Dakota 58102. 

or other locally announced locations. 
Doted: September 10.1975. 

Thomas 8. Rust*. 

Adminijfrflfor. 
(FR Doc 75-24838 Filed 9-17-75.8:45 am| 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 

ALASKA STATE STANDARDS 
Notice of Approval 

1. Background . Part 1953 of Title 29. 
Code of Federal Regulations prescribes 
procedures under section 18 of the Oc¬ 
cupational Safety and Health Act of 1970 
(29 U.S.C. 667) (hereinafter called the 
Act) by which the Assistant Regional 
Director for Occupational Safety and 
Health (hereinafter called Assistant 
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Regional Director) under a delegation of 
authority from the Assistant Secretary of 
Labor for Occupational Safety and 
Health < hereinafter called the Assistant 
Secretary) (29 CFR 1953.4) will review 
and approve standards promulgated 
pursuant to a State plan which has been 
approved in accordance with section 18 
(c) of the Act and 29 CFR Part 1902. On 
August 10, 1973, notice was published in 
tlie Federal Register <38 FR 21628) of 
the approval of the Alaska plan and the 
adoption of Subpart R to Part 1952 con¬ 
taining the decision. 

The Alaska plan provides for the adop¬ 
tion of State standards which are at least 
as effective as comparable Federal stand¬ 
ards promulgated under section 6 of the 
Act. Section 1952.243 of Subpart R sets 
forth the State’s schedule for the adop¬ 
tion of at least as effective State Stand¬ 
ards. 

By letter dated May 19. 1974, from Ed¬ 
mund N. Orbeck, Commissioner, Depart¬ 
ment of Labor, to James W. Lake, Assist¬ 
ant Regional Director, and incorporated 
as part of the plan, the State submitted 
State standards comparable to 29 CFR 
Part 1910, Subpart J. These standards, 
which are contained in Alaska Occupa¬ 
tional Safety and Health Standards, 
fwere promulgated by the Alaska Depart¬ 
ment of Labor on August 28, 1974. 

2. Decision. Having reviewed the 
State submission in comparison with the 
Federal standards, it has been deter¬ 
mined that the State standards are iden¬ 
tical to the Federal standards and are 
hereby approved. The detailed stand¬ 
ards comparison is available at the loca¬ 
tions specified below* 

3. Location of supplement for Inspec¬ 
tion and copying. A copy of the stand¬ 
ards supplement, along with the ap¬ 
proved plan, may be inspected and copied 
during normal business hours at the fol¬ 
lowing locations: Office of the Assistant 
Regional Director. Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration. Room 6048. 
Federal Office Building. 909 First Ave¬ 
nue, SeatUe, Washington 98174; State of 
Alaska, Department of Labor, Office of 
the Commissioner, Juneau, Alaska 99801; 
and Office of the Associate Assistant Sec¬ 
retary for Regional Programs, Occupa¬ 
tional Safety and Health Administration. 
New r Department of Labor Building. 
Room N-3603. 200 Constitution Avenue 
N.W.. Washington, D.C. 20210. 

4. Public participation. Under I 1953.2 
(c) of this chapter, the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary may prescribe alternative proce¬ 
dures to expedite the review process or 
for other good cause which may be con¬ 
sistent with applicable laws. The Assist¬ 
ant Secretary finds that good cause ex¬ 
ists for not publishing the supplement to 
the Alaska State plan as a proposed 
change and making the Assistant Re¬ 
gional Director's approval effective upon 
publication for the following reasons: 

1. The standards are identical to the 
Federal standards and arc therefore 
deemed to be at least as effective. 


2. The standards were adopted in 
accordance with the procedural require¬ 
ments of State law and further partic¬ 
ipation and notice would be unnecessary. 

This decision is effective September 18, 
1975. 

(Bee. 18, Pub. L. 91-596. 84 Slat. 1608 ( 29 
U-S.C. 667)) 

Signed at SeatUe, Washington this 
twelfth day of August 1975. 

James W. Lake, 
Assistant Regional Director. 
|FR Doc.75-24877 Plied 0-17-75;8:45 mn| 


OREGON STATE STANDARDS 
Notice of Approval 

1. Background. Part 1953 of Title 29. 
Code of Federal Regulations prescribes 
procedures under section 18 of the Occu¬ 
pational 8afcty and Health Act of 1970 
(29 U.S.C. 667) (hereinafter called the 
Act) by which the Assistant Regional Di¬ 
rector for Occupational Safety and 
Health (hereinafter called the Assistant 
Regional Director) under a delegation 
of authority from the Assistant Secretary' 
of Labor for Occupational Safety and 
Health (hereinafter called the Assist¬ 
ant Secretary) (29 CFR 1953.4) will re¬ 
view and approve standards promulgated 
pursuant to a State plan which lias been 
approved in accordance with section 18 
(c> of the Act and 29 CFR Part 1902. On 
December 28. 1972, notice was published 
In the Federal Register (37 FR 28628) 
of the approval of the Oregon plan and 
the adoption of Subpart D to Part 1952 
containing the decision. The notice of 
Approval of Revised Developmental 
Schedule was further published on April 
1. 1974, in the Federal Register (39 FR 
11881). 

The Oregon plan provides for the 
adoption of Federal standards as State 
standards after comments and/or pub¬ 
lic hearing. Section 1952.108 of Subpart 
D sets forth the State’s schedule for the 
adoption of Federal standards. By letter 
dated November 26. 1974, from Keith 
Wilson. Chairman, Workmen’s Compen¬ 
sation Board, to James W. Lake, Assist¬ 
ant Regional Director, and incorporated 
as part of the plan, the State submitted 
State standards comparable to 29 CFR 
Part 1910, Subparts D, E. and L. 

The standards comparable to Subpart 
D. which are contained in Oregon Safety 
Code for Places of Employment, were 
promulgated by the State after a Notice 
of Intent was published in the Depart¬ 
ment of State's Administrative Rules 
Bulletin. Vol. 14, No. 8. dated October 15, 
1974. No request for a public hearing was 
received. 

Standards comparable to Subpart E. 
which are contained in Oregon Safety 
Code for Places of Employment, were 
promulgated after public comment was 
requested on October 4, 1974, and resolu¬ 
tion was adopted by Workmen's Com¬ 
pensation Board on November 5. 1974, 


pursuant to a Notice of Intent published 
In the Department of State’s Adminis¬ 
trative Rules Bulletin, Vol. 14, No 8 
dated October 15.1974. 

Standards comparable to Subpart L, 
which are contained in Oregon Safety 
Code for Places of Employment, were 
promulgated after pubUc comment, wan 
requested on September 23. 1974. and 
resolution was adopted by Workmen's 
Compensation Board on November 5, 
1974, pursuant to a Notice of Intent pub¬ 
lished in the Department of State’s Ad¬ 
ministrative Rules Bulletin, Vol. 14, No 
8, dated October 15,1974. 

2. Decision. Having reviewed the State 
submission in comparison with the Fed¬ 
eral standards. It has been determined 
that the State standards are identical to 
the Federal standards and are hereby 
approved. 

3. Loco Non of supplement for in.tpcc- 
tion and copying. A copy of the standards 
supplement, along with the approved 
plan, may be Inspected and copied dur¬ 
ing normal business hours at the follow¬ 
ing locations: Office of the Assistant Re¬ 
gional Director, Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration, Room 6048, 909 
First Avenue. Seattle, Washington 98174; 
Workmen’s Compensation Board, l^bor 
and Industries Building. Room 204. Sa¬ 
lem. Oregon 97310; and Office of the As¬ 
sociate Assistant Secretary for Regional 
Programs. Room N-3112, 200 Constitu¬ 
tion Avenue, N.W., Washington. DC. 
20210 . 

4. PubUc participation. Under 1 19532 
<c) of this chapter, the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary may prescribe alternative proce¬ 
dures to expedite the review process or 
for other good cause which may be con¬ 
sistent with applicable laws. The Assist¬ 
ant Secretary finds that good cause ex¬ 
ists for not publishing the supplement to 
the Oregon plan as a proposed change 
and making the Assistant Regional Di¬ 
rector's approval effective upon signature 
for the following reasons: 

1. The standards are identical to the 
Federal standards and are therefore 
deemed to be at least as effective 

2. The standards were adopted in ac¬ 
cordance with the procedural require* 
ments of State law and further partici¬ 
pation and notice would be unnecessary. 

3. The notice of approval was signed 
December 30. 1974, but publication was 
inadvertently delayed. Therefore, for 
good cause, the effective date of this ap¬ 
proval is the date of signature. 

This decision U effective December 39. 
1974. 

(Sec. 18. Pub. L. 91-596. 84 StAt. 1608 (29 
U.8.C. 667)) 

Signed at SeatUe. Washington, Dec. 30. 
1974. 

James W. Lake, 
Assistant Regional Director. 

(PR Doc.76-24878 Filed 9-17-75;8:45 ami 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Notice No. 74 J 

motor carrier, broker, water 

CARRIER AND FREIGHT FORWARDER 

APPLICATIONS 

September 12 , 1975. 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by Special Rule 1100 247 1 of the 
CornmlHjfiofr general rules of practice 
<49 CFR. as amended), published In the 
F^eral Register Issue of April 20, 1966, 
elective May 20. 1966. These rules pro¬ 
vide. among other things, that a protest 
to the granting of an application must be 
fiJ«i with the Commission w ithin 30 days 
after date of notice of filing of the appli¬ 
cation is published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. Failure seasonable to Hie a protest 
will be construed as a waiver of opposi¬ 
tion and participation in the proceeding. 
A protest under these rules should com¬ 
ply with section 247(d)(3) of the rules 
o! practice which requires that it set 
forth specifically the grounds upon which 
it is made, contain a detailed statement 
of jirotestanfc’s interest in the proceed¬ 
ing • including a copy of the specific 
portions of its authority which protest- 
ant believe* to be in conflict with that 
sought in the application, and describ¬ 
ing In detail the method—whether by 
joinder, interline, or other means—by 
which protestant would use such au¬ 
thority to provide all or part of the serv¬ 
ice proposed), and shall specify with 
particularity the facts, matters, and 
things relied upon, but shall not include 
issues or allegations phrased generally. 
Protests not in reasonable compliance 
vith the requirements of the rules may 
be rejected. The original and one <1> 
copy of the protest shall be filed with 
the C ommission, and a copy shall be 
MTYCd concurrently upon applicant's 
representative, or applicant if no repre¬ 
sentative is named. If the protest in¬ 
cludes a request for oral hearing, such 
requests shall meet the requirements of 
section 247(d)(4) of the special rules, 
and shall Include the certification re¬ 
quired therein. 

Section 247(f) of the Commission's 
rules of practlco further provides that 
Ciu:h applicant shall, if protests to its 
application have been filed, and on or 
before November 7.1975. notify the Com¬ 
pton in writing (1) that it is ready to 
proceed and prosecute the application, 
or (2) that It wishes to withdraw the 
application, failure in which the applica¬ 
tion will be dismissed by the Commission. 

Further processing steps (whether 
modified procedure, oral hearing, or 
0!ne *' Procedures) will be determined 
gvi.crnUjr in accordance with the Com- 
mi don’fc general policy statement con¬ 
cerning motor carrier licensing proce- 
dures. published tn the Federal Register 
• sue of May 3,1968. Tills assignment will 
** Commission order which will be 

1 Ve<100 party of record. Broaden- 


Copies of Specie! Rule 247 (as amended 
an be obtained by writing to the Secretar 
Commlattem, Waablnj 

DjC. 20423 


Ing amendments will not be accepted 
after September 18, 1975. except for 
good cause shown, and restrictive amend¬ 
ments will not be entertained following 
publication In the Federal Register of a 
notice that the proceeding has been 
assigned for oral hearing. 

Evidence respecting how equipment Is 
expected to be returned to an origin 
point, as well as other data relating to 
operational feasibility (including the 
need for dead-head operations), must bo 
presented as part of an applicant's Ini¬ 
tial evidentiary presentation (either at 
oral hearing or in Us opening verified 
statement under the modified procedure) 
with respect to all applications filed on 
or after December 1, 1973. 

If an applicant states in Its Initial 
evidentiary presentation that empty or 
partially empty vehicle movements will 
result upon a grant of its application, 
applicant will be expected (1) to 
specify the extent of such empty opera¬ 
tions. by mileages and the number of 
vehicles, that would be incurred, and (2) 
to designate where such empty vehicle 
operations will be conducted. 

Each applicant (except as otherwise 
specifically noted) states that there will 
be no significant effect on the quality of 
the human environment resulting from 
approval of its application. 

No. MC 531 (Sub-No. 321 >, filed August 
21. 1975. Applicant: YOUNGER 

BROTHERS. INC., 4904 Griggs Road. 
P.O. Box 14048, Houston. Tex. 77021. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Wray E. Hughes 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Alcoholic liquors. In bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Bardstown, Ky.; 
New Orleans, La.; Newark. N.J.; Lake 
Alfred. Fla., and Weston. Mo., to Port¬ 
land. Oreg. 

Ncmc.-^ommou control may be involved. 
IX a bearing Is doomed necowary, applicant 
requests It be held at New Orleans. La, or 
Louisville, Ky. 

No. MC 8535 (Sub-No. 55), filed Au¬ 
gust 20. 1975. Applicant: GEOROE 
TRANSFER AND RIGGING COMPANY. 
INCORPORATED. Interstate 83 at Route 
439. P.O. Box 500. Parkton. Md. 21120. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: John Quondolo, 
1000 16th St. NW., Washington. D.C. 
20036. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Cranes, 
crane attachments and accessories, and 
parts of such commodities . and equip¬ 
ment, materials, and supplies, used In 
the manufacture thereof, between the 
plant and warehouse facilities of Grove 
Manufacturing Co., at or near Shady 
Grove, in Franklin County, Pa., and Con¬ 
way. Horry County, 8.C., on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in Alabama, 
Arkansas. Delaware, Connecticut, Flor¬ 
ida. Georgia. Illinois. Indiana, Iowa. 
Kentucky. Louisiana. Maine. Maryland. 
Massachusetts, Michigan. Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, 
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West Virginia. Wisconsin, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia. 

Notts .— IX a bearing is deemed nece**Ary. 
Applicant requests it be held At Washington, 
DC. 

No. MC 13250 (8ub-No. 131), filed Au¬ 
gust 20. 1975. Applicant: J. H. ROSE 
TRUCK LINE. INC., 50003 Jensen Drive. 
P.O. Box 16190, Houston. Tex. 77022. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: James M 
Doherty. 500 West 16th Street, P.O. Box 
1945/ Austin, Tex. 78767. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Valves and regulators. 
from the plantslte of Grove Valves Reg¬ 
ulator Co., located in Washoe County. 
Nev., to points in the United States in¬ 
cluding Alaska, but excluding Hawaii. 

Nom— IX a hearing Is deemed neceawary. 
the Applicant request* it be held At Sad 
Francisco. CaUX-. or Reno, Nev. 

No MC 21863 < Sub-No. 80 \ filed Au¬ 
gust 6. 1975. Applicant: WEST MOTOR 
FREIGHT. INC.. 740 8. Reading Avenue, 
Boyertown, Pa. 19512. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Alan Kahn, 1920 Two Penn 
Center Plant. Philadelphia. Pa. 19102. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: <1> Electric stor¬ 
age batteries and battery parts, from 
Trenton. N.J., and Kankakee, m.. to 
points in the United States east of the 
western boundaries of Wisconsin, Illi¬ 
nois, Kentucky. Tennessee, and Missis¬ 
sippi: (2) Junk batteries and materials 
used in the manufacture of batteries (ex¬ 
cept commodities in bulk). from points in 
the above-named destination territory, 
to the above-named origin points: and 
(3) Junk batteries, from points in the 
above-named destination territory, to 
points in Ohio. Indiana, and Michigan 

Not*. — IX A bearing in deemed nccossan 
the applicant request* it be held at either 
Philadelphia. Pa., or Washington. D.O. 

No. MC 22229 <8ub-No. 101), filed Au¬ 
gust 14, 1975. Applicant: TERMINAL 
TRANSPORT COMPANY. INC.. 248 
Chester Avenue 8S.. Atlanta. Ga. 30316. 
Applicant's representative: Harold H. 
Clokcy. 1740 The Equitable Bldg., At¬ 
lanta. Oa. 30303. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier. by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value. Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, livestock, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities 
tn bulk and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment), serving the plantslte of Dow 
Coming Corporation located, at or near 
Ham lock, Mich., as an off-route point In 
connection with carrier* otherwise au¬ 
thorized regular-route operations. 

Noth. —Common control may bo Involved. 
If a hearing u deemed neccwuiry, the Appli¬ 
cant request* it be held At either Saginaw. 
Mich . or Wanhlngton. D.C. 

No. MC 44735 (Sub-No. 24) (Correc¬ 
tion) . filed July 22, 1975. as published in 
the Federal Register issue of August 21. 
1975, and republished as corrected this 
issue. Applicant: KI65ICK TRUCK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 6237. 7101 East 
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12th St. Kansas City. Mo. 64126. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John E. Jandera. 
641 Harrison St.. Topeka, Kans. 66603. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Concrete and ma¬ 
sonry curing, waterproofing, condition - 
fnp. cleaning, bonding, and releasing 
compounds (except in bulk), from Kan¬ 
sas City. Mo., to points in Arkansas. Colo¬ 
rado. Indiana, Kentucky. Louisiana, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, New 
Mexico. Ohio, Tennessee, Texas, Wiscon¬ 
sin, Wyoming. Utah. Montana, and 
Pennsylvania. 

None.—The purpose of this correction 
to Indicate that carrier Rocks to restrict 
against commodities In bulk. If a hearing 
Is deemed necessary, the applicant requests it 
be held at Kansas City, Mo. 

No. MC 47583 (Sub-No. 23). filed Au¬ 
gust 11, 1975. Applicant: TOLLIE 

FREIGHTWAYS. INC . 41 Lyons Ave.. 
Kansas City, Kans. 66118. Applicant’s 
representative: D. 8. Hults, P.O. Box 225, 
Lawrence. Kans. 66044. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fibrous glass products and mate¬ 
rials, mineral wool , mineral wood prod¬ 
ucts and materials, insulated air ducts, 
insulating products and materials, from 
the planteiie and storage facilities of 
Certain-Teed Products Corporation/CSG 
Group, located at Kansas City and Pau¬ 
line, Kans., to points in New Mexico, 
Wyoming, and Missouri, 

Note. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a bearing Is deem:d necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Katjwv* City. Mo. 

No. MC 56679 iSub-No. 81). filed Au¬ 
gust 8, 1975. Applicant: BROWN 

TRANSPORT CORP., 125 Milton Ave. 
SW., P.O. Box 6985, Atlanta. Ga. 30315. 
Applicant’s representative: B. K. Mc¬ 
Clain (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties (except those of unusual value. 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment due to size or weight), 
(1) between Charlotte. N.C., and Car¬ 
thage. N.C., serving all Intermediate 
points, and the off-route points of Mid¬ 
land, Oakboro, and Badln, N.C.: from 
Charlotte over North Carolina Highway 
27 to Carthage, and return over the same 
route: (2) between Sanford. N.C.. and 
Raleigh, N.C.. serving all intermediate 
points; from Sanford over U.S. Highway 
1 to Raleigh, and return over the same 
route; (3> between Biscoc, N.C, # and 
Southern Pines, N.C.; from Biscoe over 
U.8. Highway 220 to Candor, thence over 
North Carolina Highway 211 to Pine- 
hurst, thence over North Carolina High¬ 
way 2 to Southern Pines, and return over 
the same route; (4) between Sanford. 
N.C., and Durham. N.C., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points, and the oU-route points 
of Carrboro and Chapel Hill. N.C.; from 
Sanford over UB. Highway 15 to Durham 
and return over the same route; 

(5) Between Raleigh. N.C., and Have¬ 
lock, N.C., serving all intermediate points 


and the off-route points of Selma, Smith- 
field. Pine Level, Fort Barnwclt. and 
Seven Springs. N.C.; from Raleigh over 
UB. Highway 70 to Smithfleld. thence 
over U.S. Highway 70-A to its JuncUon 
with UB. Highway 70 just west of Prince¬ 
ton. thence over U.S. Highway 70 to Kin¬ 
ston. thence over North Carolina High¬ 
way 55 to New Bern, thence over U8. 
Highway 70 to Havelock and return over 
the same route; (6) between Ramseur, 
N.C., and Williamston, N.C.. serving all 
intermediate points; from Ramseur over 
UB. Highway 64 to Williamston and re¬ 
turn over the same route: (7) between 
Burlington. N.C.. and New London. N.C., 
serving all Intermediate points and the 
off-route points of Newson and Denton. 
N.C.; from Burlington over North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 49-A to its JuncUon with 
North Carolina Highway 49. thence over 
North Carolina 49 to its Junction with 
North Carolina Highway 8. thence over 
North Carolina Highway 8 to New Lon¬ 
don, and return over the same route: (8> 
between Dunn. N.C., and Goldsboro. N.C.. 
serving all intermediate points; from 
Dunn over North Carolina Highway 55 to 
Mount Olive, thence over UB. Highway 
117 to Goldsboro, and return over the 
same route; <9) between Candor, N.C.. 
and Raeford. N.C., serving all intermedi¬ 
ate points, and the off-route point of 
West End; from Candor over North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 211 to Raeford, and return 
over the same route. 

(10) Between Clinton, N.C., and Jack¬ 
sonville. N.C., serving all intermediate 
points and Uie off-route point of Salem- 
burg. N.C.: from Clinton over North 
Carolina Highway 24 to Jacksonville, and 
return over the same route; (11) be¬ 
tween Mount Gilead. N.C., and JuncUon 
of North Carolina Highway 731 and UB. 
Highway 220. serving all intermediate 
points, and serving the Richmond Fab¬ 
rics, Inc. plant site, six miles south of 
Mount Gilead on North Carolina High¬ 
way 109 as an off-route point; from 
Mount Gilead over North Carolina High¬ 
way 731 to Us Junction with UB. High¬ 
way 220. and return over the same route; 
(12) between Salisbury, N.C., and Nor¬ 
wood. N.C., serving all intermediate 
points, and serving Faith, N.C., as an off- 
route point; from Salisbury over UB. 
Highway 52 to Norwood, and return over 
the some route; (13) between Norwood, 
N.C., and Midland. N.C.. serving all in¬ 
termediate points; from Norwood over 
unnumbered highway via Stanfield and 
Oakboro to Midland, and return over the 
same route; (14) between High Point, 
N.C.. and Uie JuncUon of UB. Highway 
311 and UB. Highway 220, serving all In¬ 
termediate points; from High Point over 
UB. Highway 311 to its Junction with 
UB. Highway 220. and return over the 
same route; (15) between Greensboro. 
N.C., and Rockingham. N.C., serving all 
intermediate points; from Greensboro 
over UB. Highway 220 to Rockingham, 
and return over the same route; (16) be¬ 
tween Greensboro. N.C., and Carthage, 
N.C., serving all intermediate points; 
from Greensboro over U.S. Highway 421 
to Us Junction with North Carolina 
Highway 22, thence over North Carolina 
Highway 22 to its Junction with North 


Carolina Highway 27. thence over North 
Carolina Highway 27 to Carthage, and 
return over the same route. 

(17) Between Seagrove. N.C., and 
Eagle Springs. N.C., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points: from Seagrove over 
North Carolina Highway 705 to Eagle 
Springs, and return over the same route; 
(18) between Apex, N.C.. and the Junc¬ 
Uon of North Carolina Highway 55 and 
U S. Highway 64. serving all intermedi¬ 
ate points; from Apex over North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 55 to its Junction with U S. 
Highway 64. and return over the same 
route; < 19) between Raleigh, N.C., and 
Lilllngton. N.C.. serving all intermediate 
points; from Raleigh over UB. Highway 
401 to Lillington. and return over the 
same route: (20) between Lflllngtcn, 
N.C., and Smithfleld, N.C.. serving all 
intermediate points: from LilllnKtnn 
over North Carolina Highway 210 to 
Smithfleld. and return over the same 
route; (21) between Gamer. N.C., and 
the Junction of North Carolina High¬ 
way 50 and North Carolina Highway 210. 
serving all intermediate points; from 
Garner over North Carolina Highway 50 
to Us JuncUon with North Carolina High¬ 
way 210. and return over the same route: 

(22) betw een Goldsboro. N.C.. and Wash¬ 
ington. N.C., serving ail intermediate 
points: from Goldsboro over U.S. High¬ 
way 13 to Snow Hill, Uience over U S. 
Highway 258 to Farmville. thence over 
U.8. Highway 264-A and 264 to Wash¬ 
ington. and return over the same route; 

(23) between Robersonville. N.C., and 
Kenansville. N.C.. serving ail intermedi¬ 
ate points; from Robersonville over North 
Carolina Highway 903 to its Junction 
with North Carolina Highway 11. thenc* 
over North Carolina Highway 11 to Kc- 
nansvUlc, and return over Uie same 
route. 

(24> Between Sanford. N.C.. and Fay- 
ettcvllle. N.C., serving ail intermediate 
points; from Sanford over North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 87 to Fayetteville, and re¬ 
turn over the same route: (25) between 
Lillington, N.C., and Fayetteville. N.C., 
serving all intermediate points and the 
off-route point of Hope Mills, N.C.; from 
Lillington over UB. Hlghwray 401 to Fny- 
etteville, and return over the same route; 
(26> between Maxton. N.C., and the 
junction of North Carolina Highway 71 
and U.S. Highway 301, serving all Inter¬ 
mediate points: from Maxton over North 
Carolina Highway 71 to its JuncUon with 
U.8. Highway 301. and return over the 
same route; (27) between Erwin. N.C., 
and the junction of NorUi Carolina High¬ 
way 217 and UB. Highway 401. serving 
all intermediate points; from Erwin over 
North Carolina Highway 217 to Us junc¬ 
tion with UB. Highway 401. and return 
over Uie same route; (28) between the 
Junction of U.S. Highway 29 and North 
Carolina Highway 49 and the JuncUon of 
North Carolina Highway 49 and North 
Carolina Highway 8. serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; from Uie junction of U.S. 
Highway 29 and North Carolina High¬ 
way 49 over North Carolina Highway 49 
to Us Junction with NorUi Carolina High¬ 
way 8. and return over Uie same route; 
(29) between Albemarle, N.C., and the 
JuncUon of North Carolina Highway 
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and U.S. Highway 29, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; from Albemarle over 
North Carolina Highway 73 to its June* 
tion with U.S. Highway 29, and return 
over the same route; (30) between Char¬ 
lotte, N.C., and Greensboro, N.C., serving 
all intermediate points; from Charlotte 
over U.S. Highway 29 and 29-A to 
Greensboro, and return over the same 
route. 

1 31) Between Salisbury. N.C., and 
Wmston-Salem. N.C., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; from Salisbury over U.S. 
Highway 601 to Mocksvillc, thence over 
US Highway 168 to Winston-Salem, 
and return over the same route; (32) 
between Mooresvlllc. N.C., and the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 601 and North 
Carolina Highway 801, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; from Mooresvlllc over 
Nor tli Carolina Highway 801 to its junc¬ 
tion with U.S. Highway 601. and return 
over the same route; (33) from Winston- 
Salem. N.C., to Lexington, N.C., serving 
oil intermediate points; from Winston- 
Salem over U.S. Highway 52 to Lexing¬ 
ton, and return over the some route; 
<34 > between Mocksvtlle, N.C., and 
Mount Airy, N.C., serving all intermedi¬ 
ate points; from MocksviUe over U.S. 
Highway 601 to Mount Airy, and return 
over the same route; (35) between 
Greensboro. N.C., and Mebanc, N.C., 
serving all Intermediate points: from 
Greensboro over U.S. Highway 70-A to 
its junction with North Carolina High¬ 
way 100, thence over North Carolina 
Highways 100 to Burlington, thence over 
US. Highway 70-A to Mcbane. and re¬ 
turn over the same route; (36) between 
Burlington, N.C., and Reidsville, N.C., 
serving all intermediate points; from 
Burlington over North Carolina High¬ 
way 87 to Reidsville, and return over the 
samo route; (37) between Sanford, N.C., 
and the junction of UB. Highway 421 
and North Carolina Highway 22, serving 
all intermediate points; from Sanford 
over UB. Highway 421 to its junction 
with North Carolina Highway 22 and re¬ 
turn over the same route. 

*38> Between Raeford. N.C., and Red 
Springs. N.C., serving all intermediate 
points; from Raeford over North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 211 to Red Springs, and re¬ 
turn over the same route; (39) between 
Lexington, N.C., and MocksviUe, N.C., 
serving all intermediate points; from 
Lexington over U.8. Highway 64 to 
MocksviUe, and return over the same 
route; (40) between Salisbury, N.C., and 
MooresviUe. N.C.. serving all interme¬ 
diate points: from Salisbury over North 
Carolina Highway 150 to Mooresvlllc. and 
return over the same route; (41) between 
'Vinston-8alem, N.C., and the junction 
of North Carolina Highway 150 and U.S. 
Huh way 29, serving all intermediate 
Points; from Winston-Salem over North 
Carolina Highway 150 to its juncUon 
U.8. Highway 29. and return over 
; he same route; (42) between Lexing¬ 
ton. N.C and Asheboro, N.C., serving aU 
i^rrnediatc points; from Lexington over 
us Highway 64 to Asheboro, and re- 
turn ovc * the same route; (43) between 
La rm ville, N.C., and Zcbulon, N.C., serv- 
•n • all intermediate points; from Farm- 


vUle over UB. Highways 264 and 264-A 
to Zebulon, and return over the same 
route; (44) between Goldsboro. N.C.. and 
Rocky Mount, N.C., serving all interme¬ 
diate points; from Goldsboro over UB. 
Highway 117 to its junction with U.S. 
Highway 301, thence over U.8. Highway 
301 to Rocky Mount, and return over the 
same route; (45) between Thomasville, 
N.C., and Mount Airy, N.C., serving aU 
intermediate points: from Thomasville 
over North Carolina Highway 109 to 
Winston-Salem, thence over U.S. High¬ 
ways 52 and 52A to Mount Airy, and re¬ 
turn over the same route: 

(46) Between New Bern. N.C.. and 
Bayboro. N.C., serving all intermediate 
points; from New Bern over North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 55 to Bayboro. and return 
over the same route; (47) between Char¬ 
lotte. N.C.. and N. Wilkesboro. N.C., serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points; and serving 
the off-route points of Gastonia, Shelby, 
and Hickory. N.C.; from Charlotte over 
North Carolina Highway 27 to Lincoln- 
ton. thence over U S. Highway 321 to 
Conover, thence over North Carolina 
Highway 16 to its junction with U.8. 
Highway 421, thence over UB. Highway 
421 to JuncUon with North Carolina 
Highway 18, thence over North Carolina 
Highway 18 to North Wilkesboro, and 
return over the same route: (48) between 
Charlotte, N.C.. and the Virginia-North 
Carolina state line, serving all interme¬ 
diate points; from Charlotte over North 
Carolina Highway 115 to its JuncUon with 
U.S. Highway 21, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 21 to the Virginia-North Carolina 
state line, and return over the same 
route; (49) between Statesville. N.C., and 
Taylorsville. N.C., serving all interme¬ 
diate points; from Statesville over North 
Carolina Highway 90 to Taylorsville, and 
return over the same route; (50) between 
Mooresvlllc. N.C., and the Virginia- 
North Carolina state line, serving all in¬ 
termediate points; from Mooresvlllc over 
North Carolina Highway 801 to Its junc¬ 
Uon with U.S. Highway 601, thence over 
U.S. Highway 601 to Mount Airy, thence 
over North Carolina Highway 89 to the 
Virginia-North Carolina state line, and 
return over the same route. 

(51) Between North Wilkesboro, N.C., 
and the juncUon of North Carolina High¬ 
way 268 and U.S. Highway 601, serving all 
intermediate points; from North Wilkes¬ 
boro over North Carolina Highway 268 to 
its JuncUon with U.S. Highway 601. and 
return over the same route; (52) between 
Wilkesboro. N.C.. and Boone. N.C., serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points; from Wilkes¬ 
boro over UB. Highway 421 to Boone, and 
return over the same route; (53) between 
Boone, N.C., and Jefferson, N.C., serving 
all intermediate points, and serving the 
off-route points of Zionvtile, Creston, 
WarrenBvUle. and Lansing. N.C.; from 
Boone over North Carolina Highway 194 
to Baldwin, thence over U.8. Highway 221 
to Jefferson, and return over the same 
route; (54) between Jefferson, N.C., and 
the Junction of North Carolina Highway 
16 and US. Highway 421 serving all in¬ 
termediate points; from Jefferson over 
North Carolina Highway 16 to its junc¬ 
Uon with U.8. Highway 421, and return 


over Uic same route; (55) between Boone, 
N.C.. and Lenoir, N.C., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; from Boone over UB. 
Highway 321 to Lenoir, and return over 
the same route; (56) between NorUi 
Wilkesboro. N.C., and the juncUon of 
North Carolina Highway 18 and North 
Carolina Highway 89, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; from North Wilkesboro 
over North Carolina Highway to Its Junc¬ 
Uon with North Carolina Highway 89, 
and return over the same route; (57) be- 
tw'ecn Troy, N.C., and the Junction of 
North Carolina Highway 109 and North 
Carolina Highway 49, serving all Inter¬ 
mediate points; from Troy over North 
Carolina Highway 109 to its Junction 
wiUi North Carolina Highway 49, and re¬ 
turn over Uie same route. 

(58) Between Warsaw, N.C., and Ken- 
ansvilie. N.C., serving all intermediate 
points, including National Spinning Mills 
Plant Site; from Warsaw’ over Duplin 
County Road No. 1300 to its Junction With 
County Road No. 1301. thence over 
County Road 1301 to KenansvlUe. and 
return over the same route: (59) betwern 
Chocowinlty, N.C., and Bayboro. N.C., 
serving all intermediate points; from 
Chocowinlty over North Carolina High¬ 
way 33 to Hobucken, thence over North 
Carolina Highway 304 to Bayboro, and 
return over the same route, also, with the 
right to operate between Grantsboro and 
the JuncUon of North Carolina Highway 
306 and North Carolina Highway 33 over 
North Carolina Highway 306 for operat¬ 
ing convenience only, serving no inter¬ 
mediate points; (60) between Bayboro, 
N.C., and Oriental. N.C., serving all in¬ 
termediate points; from Bayboro over 
NorUi Carolina Highway 55 to Oriental 
and return over the same route; (61) be¬ 
tween Aurora, N.C., and the Texas Gulf 
Sulphur Plant Site at or near Lees Creek, 
N.C^ and all points within five miles 
thereof, serving all intermediate points; 
from Aurora over Beaufort County Road 
No. 1940 to its junction with County Road 
No. 1942. thence over County Road No. 
1942 to Texas Gulf Sulphur Plant Site at 
or near Lees Creek, and return over the 
same route; '62) between Fayetteville, 
N.C., and Cedar Creek, N.C., serving all 
intermediate points, and serving as off- 
route points, all points and places within 
5 miles of Cedar Creek; from Fayette¬ 
ville over North Carolina Highway 24 to 
its junction with North Carolina High¬ 
way 53. thence over North Carolina High¬ 
way 53 to Cedar Creek, and return over 
the same route. 

(63) Between Charlotte, N.C., and Ute 
JuncUon of North Carolina Highway 160 
and UB. Highway 29, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points: from Charlotte over 
North Carolina Highway 49 to the junc¬ 
tion of North Carolina Highway 160, 
thence over North Carolina Highway 160 
to the Junction of U.S. Highway 29, and 
return over the same route; (64> between 
MocksviUe. N.C., and North Wilkesboro. 
N.C., serving all intermediate points; 
from MocksviUe over UB. Highway 64 to 
its JuncUon with North Carolina High¬ 
way 901, Uience over North Carolina 
Highway 901 to Its Junction with North 
Carolina Highway 115, Uience over North 
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Carolina Highway 115 to North Wilkes - 
boro, and return over the same route: 
(65) between North Wllkesboro. N.C., 
and the Junction of North Carolina 
Highway 268 and U.8. Highway 321, serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points: from North 
Wilkes boro over North Carolina High¬ 
way 268 to its junction with UB. High¬ 
way 321, and return over the same 
route: (66) between junction of U.8. 
Highway 601 and North Carolina High¬ 
way 801, and the junction of North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 801 and UB. Highway 158, 
via Farmington, N.C., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points: from Junction US. 
Highway 601 and North Carolina High¬ 
way 801 over North Carolina Highway 
801 to its junction with UB. Highway 
158, and return over the same route: (67) 
between Junction North Carolina High¬ 
way 268 and Wilkes County Road 1957 
and Junction Wilkes County Road 1002 
and UB. Highw ay 21, via Hays and Trap- 
hill, N.C., serving all intermediate points; 
from Junction North Carolina Highway 
268 and Wilkes County Road 1957 over 
Wilkes County Road 1957 to Hays. N.C., 
thence over Wilkes County Road 1002 to 
its junction with*UB Highway 21, and 
return over the same route, 

(68) Between WhltevUle, N.C., and 
Southport, N.C., serving all Intermediate 
points; from Whiteville over North 
Carolina Highway 130 to Shallotte, 
thence over UB. Highway 17 to Supply, 
N.C., thence over North Carolina High¬ 
way 211 to Southport, and return over 
the some route; (69) between Wilming¬ 
ton, N.C., and Supply. N.C.. serving all 
Intermediate points: from Wilmington 
over UB Highway 17 to Supply, and 
return over the same route; (70) between 
Southport, N.C., and junction North 
Carolina Highway 87 and UA Highway 
17, serving all intermediate points: from 
Southport over North Carolina Highway 
87 to its Junction with UB. Highway 17, 
and return over the same route; (71) be¬ 
tween Wilmington. N.C., and Fort 
Fisher, N.C„ serving all Intermediate 
points; from Wilmington over UB 
Highway 421 to Fort Fisher, and return 
over the same route: (72) between 
Laurlnburg. N.C., and Lumberton. N.C., 
serving all intermediate points; from 
Laurlnburg over U8. Highway 501 to 
Rowland, thence over UB. Highway 301 
to Lumberton. and return over the same 
route; (73) between Maxton, N.C., and 
Raemon. N.C.. serving all intermediate 
points: from Maxton over North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 130 to Raemon. and return 
over the same route; (74) between Row¬ 
land. N.C.. and the junction of North 
Carolina Highway 130 and U.S, Highway 
74, serving ail Intermediate points; from 
Rowland over North Carolina Highway 
130 to Its Junction with UB. Highway 74, 
and return over the same route; (75) be¬ 
tween Chadboum. N.C.. and the Junc¬ 
tion of North Carolina Highway 130 and 
North Carolina Highway 904, serving all 
intermediate points: from Chadboum 
over North Carolina Highway 410 to 
Tabor City, thence over North Carolina 
Highway 904 to Its Junction with North 
Carolina Highway 130, and return over 
the same route. 


(76) Between Lumberton, N.C., and 
Fairmont, N.C., serving all intermediate 
points; from Lumberton over North 
Carolina Highway 41 to Fairmont and 
return over the same route; (77) be¬ 
tween Charlotte, N.C„ and Raleigh, N.C„ 
serving all Intermediate points; from 
Charlotte over Interstate Highway 85 to 
Durham, thence over Interstate Highway 
40 to Raleigh, and return over the same 
route: (78) between Arrowwood Indus¬ 
trial Park. Mecklenburg County. N.C., 
and the Junction of Interstate Highway 
77 and North Carolina Highway 89, serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points; from 
Arrowwood Industrial Park (Mecklen¬ 
burg County), N.C., over Interstate 
Highway 77 to Its Junction with North 
Carolina Highway 89. and return over 
the same route; (79) between Winston- 
Salem, N.C., and Hickory, N.C., serving 
all intermediate points; from Winston- 
Salem over Interstate Highway 40 to 
Conover, thence over U.S. Highway 321 
to Hickory, and return over the same 
route; (80) between Rowland, N.C., and 
Rocky Mount, N.C., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; from Rowland over In¬ 
terstate Highway 95 to Rocky Mount, 
and return over the same route, with the 
right to traverse UB. Highway 301 be¬ 
tween Kenly and Wilson, where Inter¬ 
state Highway 95 has not been com¬ 
pleted; (81) between Mount Gilead, N.C„ 
and Norwood, N.C., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points, from Mount Gilead over 
North Carolina Highway 731 to its junc¬ 
tion with UB. Highway 52, thence over 
UB. Highway 52 to Norwood, and return 
over the same route. 

(82) Between Mount Gilead, N.C., and 
the junction of North Caro link Highway 
73, and UB. Highway 220. serving all 
intermediate points; from Mount Gilead 
over North Carolina Highway 73 to its 
Junction with UB. Highway 220. and re¬ 
turn over the same route; (83) between 
Norwood. N.C„ and Wade?boro, N.C„ 
serving all intermediate points; from 
Norwood over UB. Highway 52 to Wades- 
boro, and return over the same route; 
(84) between the Junction of UB. High¬ 
way 301 and UB. Highway 13. and the 
Junction of UB. Highway 13. and UB. 
Highway 117. serving all Intermediate 
points: from the Junction of UB. High¬ 
way 301 and UB. Highway 13, over U.S. 
Highway 13 to its Junction with UB. 
Highway 117, and return over the same 
route; (85) between Oreenville, N.C.. and 
Washington, N.C., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; from Greenville over 
North Carolina Highway 30 to its junc¬ 
tion with North Carolina Highway 33. 
thence over North Carolina Highway 33 
to Washington, and return over the same 
route: (86) betwecen Kinston. N.C., and 
Wilson, N.C., serving all intermediate 
points; from Kinston over North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 58 to Wilson, and return 
over the same route: (87) between 
Fuquay-Varina. N.C.. and the Junction 
of North Carolina Highway 42 and UB. 
Highway 421, serving all intermediate 
points: from Fuquay-Varina over North 
Carolina Highway 42 to its Junction with 
U S. Highway 421, and return over the 
same route; (88) between Concord. N.C., 


and Monroe, N.C.. serving all intermedi¬ 
ate points; from Concord over U.S. High¬ 
way 601 to Monroe, and return over the 
same route. 

(89) Between Greenville. N.C., and 
Bethel. N.C., serving all intermediate 
points; from Greenville over UB. High¬ 
way 13 to Bethel and return over the 
same route; (90) between Chooowimty, 
N.C., and Vanceboro, N.C., serving ail in¬ 
termediate points; from Cfaocowlnl’.v 
over UB. Highway 17 to Vancebofo. and 
return over the same route; (91) be¬ 
tween Laurel Springs, N.C.. and Index, 
N.O., serving all intermediate points: 
from Laurel Springs over North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 88 to Index, and return 
over the same route; (92) between 
Lenoir. N.C., and Taylorsville. N.C„ serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points; from Lenoir 
over North Carolina Highway 90 to Tay¬ 
lorsville, and return over the same route; 

(93) between Lenoir, N.C„ and Conover, 
N.C., serving all Intermediate points; 
from Lenoir over UB. Highway 321 to 
Conover, and return over the same route; 

(94) between Baldwin. N.C.. and Deep 
Gap, N.C., serving all intermedia 
points; from Baldwin over UB Highway 
221 to Deep Gap, and return over the 
same route; (95) between Winston- 
Salem. N.C„ and Reldsvllle, N.C., serv¬ 
ing all Intermediate points; from Win¬ 
ston-Salem over UB Highway 156 to 
Reidsville, and return over the same 
route: (96) between Mooresville. N.C., 
and Rockwell. N,C„ serving all Inter¬ 
mediate points; from MooresviUc over 
North Carolina Highway 152 to Rock¬ 
well, and return over the same route; 
(97) between Beulaville, N.C., and the 
Junction of North Carolina Highway 111 
and UB. Highway 70. serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; from Beulaville, over 
North Carolina Highway 111 to its Junc¬ 
tion with UB Highway 70, and return 
over the same route. 

(98) Between Warsaw. N.C., and Wil¬ 
mington, N.CL, serving all intermediate 
points: from Warsaw over UB. Highway 
117 to Wilmington, and return over the 
same route; (99) between Clinton. N.C, 
and Whiteville, N.C., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; from Clinton over UB 
Highway 701 to Whiteville. and return 
over the same route; (100) between West 
End, N.C., and Eastwood. N.C., servinp all 
intermediate points; from West End 
over North Carolina Highway 73 to East- 
wood, and return over the same route; 
(101) between Kinston. N.C., and the 
junction of North Carolina Highway 55. 
and UB. Highway 117, serving all biter- 
mediate points; from Kinston over North 
Carolina Highway 55 to its Junction with 
U.8. Highway 117, and return over the 
same route; (102) between Kinston. N.C., 
and the Junction of UB. Highway 253 
and North Carolina Highway 24. serving 
all intermediate points; from Kin-ion 
over UB. Highway 258 to its Junction 
with North Carolina Highway' 24. and 
return over the same route; (103) be¬ 
tween Red Springs. N.C., and Lumber- 
ton, N.C., serving all intermediate points; 
and the olT-route points of Pembroke 
and the plontslte of B. F. Goodrich Co.. 
located approximately 6& miles west of 
Lumberton on North Carolina Highway 
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72; from Red Springs over North Caro¬ 
lina Highway 211 to Lumberton and re¬ 
turn over the same route: <104) between 
Red Springs. N.C.. and the Junction of 
North Carolina Highway 710 and U.S. 
Highway 501, serving all intermediate 
points; from Red Springs over North 
Carolina Highway 72 to Its junction with 
North Carolina Highway 710. thence 
over North Carolina Highway 710 to its 
junction with UjS. Highway 501, and re¬ 
turn over the same route; (105) between 
Elkin* N.C.. and the Junction of North 
Carolina Highway 65 and U.S. Highway 
52 serving all Intermediate points; from 
Elkin over North Carolina Highway 67 
to Us junction with North Carolina 
Highway 65. thence over North Carolina 
Highway 65 to Us junction with UU. 
Highway 52, and return over the same 
route. 

(106) Between Angler. N.C., and the 
junction of North Carolina Highway 55 
und U.S. Highway 401, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; from Angler over North 
Carolina Highway 55 to Its junction with 
U.8. Highway 401. and return over the 
same route; (107) between Zebulon, N.C., 
and Selma, N.C.. serving all intermediate 
points; from Zebulon over North Carolina 
Highway 96 to 8elma. and return over 
the same route: (108) between Charlotte. 
N.C., and Calhoun Falls, 8.C., serving no 
intermediate points and serving Calhoun 
Falls for Joinder purposes only; from 
Charlotte over U.S. Highway 21 to Rock 
Hill. SC., thence over South Carolina 
Highway 72 to Calhoun Falls, and return 
over the same route. Alternate routes for 
operating convenience only: (109) Be¬ 
tween Greensboro, N.C.. and Wilkesboro. 
N.C., for operating convenience only, 
serving no intermediate points; from 
Greensboro over Interstate Highway 40 
to Winston-8alem. thence over U.S. 
Highway 421 to Wilkesboro. and return 
over the same routes; (110) between 
Greensboro, N.C.. and ReidsvUle, N.C.. 
for operating convenience only, serving 
no intermediate points; from Greensboro 
over U.a Highway 29 to ReidsvUle, and 
return over the same route; (111) be¬ 
tween Raleigh. N.C., and Chapel Hill, 
N.C., for operating convenience only, 
serving no Intermediate points; from Ra¬ 
leigh over North Carolina Highway 54 to 
Chapel Hill, and return over the same 
route; (112) between Wilson, N.C., and 
Apex, N.C.. for operating convenience 
only, serving no Intermediate points; 
from Wilson over North Carolina High¬ 
way 42 to Fuquay-Varina. thence over 
North Carolina Highway 55 to Apex, and 
return over the same route. 

<113) Between Wilson. N.C.. and Nash¬ 
ville, N.C., for operating convenience 
only, serving no intermediate points: 
irom Wilson over North Carolina High¬ 
way 58 to Nashville and return over the 
&ame route; (114) between Wilson. N.C.. 
•nc. Tar boro. N.C., for operating conven- 
J™? only, serving no intermediate 
Points; from Wilson over North Carolina 
w 42 10 lta Junction with U.8. 

258, thence over U.S. Highway 
rn,,) T *V )oro » *nd return over the same 
route; ( 115 ) between New Bern, N.C. 

J J ° ree nville, N.C., for operating con¬ 


venience only, serving no intermediate 
points: from New Bern over UA High¬ 
way 17 to Vanceboro, thence over North 
Carolina Highway 43 to Greenville, and 
return over the same route; (116) be¬ 
tween Washington. N.C., and Williams- 
tan, N.C.. for operating convenience only, 
serving no intermediate points; from 
Washington over U.S. Highway 17 to 
Williams ton and return over the same 
route; (117) between New Bern. N.C„ 
and Kinston. N.C., for operating conven¬ 
ience only, serving no Intermediate 
points: from New Bern over U.8. High¬ 
way 70 to Kinston, and return over the 
same route; (118) between BeulaviUe. 
N.C., and Pink Hill, N.C., for operating 
convenience only, serving no Intermedi¬ 
ate points; from Beulaville over North 
Carolina Highway 241 to Pink Hill, and 
return over the same route; (119) be¬ 
tween Warsaw, N.C., and Mount Olive, 
N.C., for operating convenience only, 
serving no Intermediate points; from 
Warsaw over U.S Highway 117 to Mount 
Olive, and return over the same routes. 

(120» Between Benson. N.C., and An¬ 
gler. N.C., for operating convenience only, 
serving no intermediate points; from 
Benson over North Carolina Highway 27 
to Coats, thence over North Carolina 
Highway 55 to Angler, and return over 
the same route; (121) between Salisbury. 
N.C„ and Statesville, N.C., for operating 
convenience only, serving no intermedi¬ 
ate points; from Salisbury over U.S. 
Highway 70 to Statesville, and return 
over the same route; (122) between 
Charlotte. N.C., and Rockingham. N.C.. 
for operating convenience only, serving 
no Intermediate points; from Charlotte 
over UH. Highway 74 to Rockingham, 
and return over the same route; (123) 
between Charlotte, N.C., and Greenville. 
S.C., for operating convenience only, 
serving no intermediate points; from 
Charlotte, N.C.. over Interstate Highway 
85 to Greenville, and return over the 
same route. 

Not*. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Atlanta, Go., or 
Charlotte. N C. 

No. MC 60580 < Sub-No. 32). filed Au¬ 
gust 11, 1975. Applicant: MAISUN 

TRANSPORT OF DELAWARE INC., ~ 
7401 Newsman Boulevard, La Salle, Que¬ 
bec H8N 1X4. Applicant's representative: 
Frank J. Weiner, 15 Court Square, Bos¬ 
ton, Moss. 02108. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over regular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value. Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives. household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment) . Between Lowell, Moss., and Hart¬ 
ford. Conn.: From Lowell, Mass., over 
Interstate Highway 495 to Junction In¬ 
terstate Highway 290, thence over Inter¬ 
state Highway 290 to junction Interstate 
Highway 90. thence over Interstate High¬ 
way 90 to Junction Massachusetts High¬ 
way 15, thence over Massachusetts High¬ 
way 15 to junction Interstate Highway 
86. thence over Interstate Highway 86 to 
Hartford, Conn, (also from Interstate 


Highway 90 to Junction Interstate High¬ 
way 91, thence over Interstate Highway 
91 to Hartford, Conn.), and return over 
the same route, serving the intermediate 
points of Worcester and Springfield. 
Mass., and the off-route points of Boston. 
Mass. 

Not*. —The purpose of this application U 
to convert portions of applicant a Irregular 
route operations to regular route operations. 
Common control may be Involved. If a bear¬ 
ing Is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
It be held at Boston. Mass. 

No. MC 61592 (Sub-No. 363>. filed Au¬ 
gust 18. 1975. Applicant: JENKINS 
TRUCK LINE. INC., P.O. Box 697, Rural 
Route No. 3. Jeffersonville. Ind. 47130. 
Applicant's representative: E. A. De- 
Vine. P.O, Box 737, 101 First Ave.. Mo¬ 
line. HI. 61265. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
(1) Conveyers, bins, trailers, farm im¬ 
plements, and machinery , and attach¬ 
ments for farm implements and machin¬ 
ery; (2) parts . attachments and acces¬ 
sories for items named in (1) above, 
from Green and Craighead Counties, 
Ark., to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii). 

Not*. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing I* deemed nccewmry. the Appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at either Memphis, 
Tenn., or St, Louis. Mo. 

No. MC 67485 (Sub-No. 18), filed 
March 17.1975. Applicant: TEXAS TEX- 
PACK EXPRESS, INC., 150 E. Zaveila 
St, San Antonio. Tex. 78204. Applicant's 
representative: Austin L. Hatch ell, 1102 
Perry Brooks Bldg., Austin. Tex. 78701. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over regu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities (except those of unusual value. 
Class A and B explosives, houseliold 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requir¬ 
ing special equipment), (1) between 
Dallas and Alvaradd, Tex.; Prom Dallas 
to Alvarado over U.S. Highway 67, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points; (2) Between Alva¬ 
rado and Hillsboro, Tex.: From Alvarado 
to Hillsboro over U.8. Highway 81. and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points; (3> between Hills¬ 
boro and Coolidge, Tex.: From Hillsboro 
to COolidge over Texas Highway 171, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
Intermediate points; (4) between Mc¬ 
Gregor and Coolidge. Tex.: From Mc- 
Oregor over U.S. Highway 84 to Prairie 
Hill. Tex„ thence over F.M. Road 73 to 
Coolidge, and return over the some route, 
serving all intermediate points; (5) be¬ 
tween McGregor and Moody, Tex.: From 
McOregor over Texas Highway 317 to 
Junction F.M. Road 107. thence over 
F.M. Road 107 to Moody, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points. 

(6) Between Heame and Taylor. Tex.; 
From Heame over U.3. Highway 79. to 
Tfcylor, and return over the same route, 
serving all Intermediate points, and 
serving Heame. Tex., for purpose of in¬ 
terline only; (7) between Houston and 
Harwood. Tex.: From Houston over U.S. 
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Highway 00 and Interstate Highway 10. 
to Harwood, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
<8> between San Antonio and Seguln, 
Tex.; From San Antonio over F.M. Road 
78 to Junction Texas Highway 46. and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points; <9> between San 
Antonio and Corpus Chrlsti, Tex.: From 
San Antonio over U S. Highway 181 to 
Corpus Chrlsti. and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(10) between Gregory and Fulton. Tex.: 
From Gregory over Texas Highway 35 to 
Fulton, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points; (11) be¬ 
tween Sinton and Rockport, Tex.: From 
Sinton over F.M. Road 881 to Rockport, 
and return over, the same route, serving 
all Intermediate points; (12) between 
Woodsboro. Tex., and Junction F.M. Road 
136 and F.M. Road 881: From Woodsboro 
over F.M. Road 136 to Junction F.M. 
Road 881, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(13) between Corpus Christ! and Alice, 
Tex.: From Corpus Chrlsti over Texas 
Highway 44 to Alice, and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points; botween Victoria and 

Brownsville, Tex.: From Victoria over 
U.S. Highway 77 to Brownsville, and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points. 

(15) Between Kingsville. Texas and 
junction Texas Highway 141 and U S. 
Highway 281: From Kingsville over 
Texas Highway 141 to junction U.8. 
Highway 281. and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(16> Between Alice and Edinburg. Tex.: 
From Alice over U.8. Highway 281 to 
Edinburg, and return over the same 
mute, serving all Intermediate points; 

(17) Between Victoria and Houston. 
Tex.: From Victoria over U.8. Highway 
59 to Houston, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 

(18) Between Harlingen and Mission. 
Tex.: From Harlingen over U.S. Highway 
83 to Mission, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 

(19) Between Combes and Edinburg. 
Tex.: From Combes over Texas Highway 
107 to Edinburg, and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points; (20) Between San Antonio and 
Johnson City. Tex.: From San Antonio 
over U.S. Highway 281 to Johnson City, 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points; (21) Between 
Johnson City and Fredericksburg. Tex.: 
From Johnson City over U.S. Highway 
290 tho Fredericksburg, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points; (22) Between Fredericksburg and 
San Antonio: From Fredericksburg over 
Texas Highway 16 to San Antonio, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points: (23> Between Com¬ 
fort and Junction, Tex.: From Comfort 
over Texas Highway 27. to Junction In¬ 
terstate Highway 10 and U.S. Highway 
290 to Junction, and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points; (24) Between Fredericksburg and 
San Antonio, Tex.: From Fredericksburg 
over U.S. Highway, 87 and Interstate 
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Highway 10 to San Antonio, and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; (25) Between Austin and 
Goldthwalte. Tex.: From Austin over 
U.S. Highway 183 to Goldthwalte. and 
return over the same route, serving all 
Intermediate points; 

(26* Between Belton and Brady. Tex.: 
From Belton over U6. Highway 190 to 
Brady, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points; (27) Be¬ 
tween the Junction of U.S. Highway 183 
and Texas Highway 195 and the Junc¬ 
tion of U.8. Highway 81 and Texas High¬ 
way 195: From the junction of Texas 
Highway 195 and U.S. Highway 183 over 
Texas Highway 195 via Florence. Tex., to 
Junction US. Highway 81 and Texas 
Highway 195. and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(28> Between Mason and Junction Texas 
Highway 29 and U.S. Highw ay 183: From 
Mason over Texas Highway 29 to Junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 183 and Texas High¬ 
way 29 via Burnet and Llano. Tex., and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points; (29) Between Lam¬ 
pasas, Tex. and Junction U.S. Highway 
281 and Texas Highway 71; From Lam¬ 
pasas over U.S. Highway 281 to Junc¬ 
tion Texas Highway 71 near Marble Falls. 
Tex., and return over the same route, 
serving alUntermediate points; (30) Be¬ 
tween Brady and Austin, Tex.: From 
Brady over Texas Highway 71 to Austin, 
and return over the same route, serving 
all Intermediate points; (31) Between 
Llano and Goldthwalte, Tex.: From 
Llano over Texas Highway 16 via San 
Saba to Goldthwalte, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points: (32) Between Mason and Junc¬ 
tion. Tex.: From Mason over U.S. High¬ 
way 377 to Junction, and return over the 
same route, serving all Intermediate 
points: (33) Between Junction and Eden. 
Tex.: From Junction over U.S. Highway 
83 to Eden, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points: 

(34) Between Eden and Brady. Tex.: 
From Eden over U.S. Highway 87 to 
Brady, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points; (35> Be¬ 
tween Mason and Brady, Tex.: From 
Mason over U.S. Highway 87 and 377 to 
Brady, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points; (36) 
Between Austin and Bastrop. Tex.: From 
Austin over Texas Highway 71 to Bastrop 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points; (37) Between 
Bastrop and Elgin. Tex.: From Bastrop 
over Texas Highway 95 to Elgin, and re¬ 
turn over Uie same route, serving all In¬ 
termediate points: (38) Between Elgin 
and Austin. Tex.: From Elgin over U.S. 
Highway 290 to Austin and return over 
the same route, serving all Intermediate 
points; (39) Between Killeen and Flor¬ 
ence, Tex.: From Killeen over F.M. Road 
440 to Florence, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(40) Between the Junction U.8. Highway 
281 and Form Road 1431 near Marble 
Falls, Tex. and the junction of F.M. 
Road 1431 and Texas Highway 29. near 
Llano. Tex.: From Junction U.S. High¬ 
way 281 and F.M. Road 1431 over FAT. 


Road 1431 to Junction Texas Highway 23 
via Kingsland. and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(41) Between San Antonio and Del Rio 
Tex.: From San Antonio over U.S. High¬ 
way 90 to Del Rio, and return over the 
same route, serving all in termed late 
points; (42) Between Del Rio and Carrie 
Springs, Tex.: From Del Rio over US 
Highway 277 to Carrizo Springs, and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving all in¬ 
termediate points; 

(43> Between Uvalde and Mission, 
Tex.: From Uvalde over U.S. Highway 83 
to Mission, and return over the same 
route, serving all Intermediate points and 
the off-route points of Grulla. Sullivan 
City, Los Ebanos and La Joya, Tex.; (44) 
Between Eagle Pass and Moore, Tex : 
From Eagle Pass over U S, Highwa;, 57 
to Moore, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points; (45) Be¬ 
tween Carrizo Springs and Dllley. Tex : 
From Carrizo Springs over Texas High¬ 
way 85 to Dllley. and return over the 
same route, serving all Intermediate 
points; (46) Between Crystal City and 
Brundage, Tex.: From Crystal City over 
F.M. Road 65 to Brundage. and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; (47) Between San An¬ 
tonio and Laredo. Tex.: From Son 
Antonio over U.S. Highway 81 and or 
Interstate Highway 36 to Laredo, and 
return over the same route, servliv: all 
Intermediate points; <48) Between 
Laredo and Mathis. Tex.: From Laredo 
over Texas Highway 359 to Mathl. and 
return over the same route, servin all 
intermediate points; (49) Between Freer 
and Alice, Tex.: From Freer over Texas 
Highway 44 to Alice, and return over the 
same route, serving ail Intermediate 
points; (50) Between Freer and Bena¬ 
vides. Tex.: From Freer over Texas 
Highway 339 to Benavides, and return 
over the same route, serving all interme¬ 
diate points: (51) Between San Antonio 
and Alice, Tex.: From San Antonio over 
U.S. Highway 281 to Alice, and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; 

(52) Between George West and MathH, 
Tex.: From George West over U.S. High¬ 
way 59 and Texas Highway 9 to Mathis 
and return over the same route: (53) 
Between Junction Texas Highway 9 and 
US. Highwav 281 and Junction Texas 
Highway 9 and U.S. Highway 59: From 
junction Texas Highway 9 and l>3. 
Highway 281 over Texas Highway 9 o 
Junction U.S. Highway 59. and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; (54) Between Waco and 
Heamc. Tex.: From Waco over Texas 
Highway 6 via Marlin and Calvert. Tex. 
to Heamc. and return over the sa^e 
route, serving all Intermediate points. 
(55) Between Waco and Groesbeck Tex-: 
From Waco over Texas Highway 164 via 
Mart. Tex., to Groesbeck, and return over 
the same route, serving all Intermediate 
points; (56) Between Groesbeck, Tex. 
and Junction Texas Highway 14 an f 
Texas Highway 6 south of Bremona 
Tex.: From Groesbeck over Texas H-;- * 
way 14 to Junction Texas HJgnwa>® 
south of Bremond, Tex., and return over 
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the same route, serving all intermediate 
points: *57) Between Moody and Eddy. 
Tex * From Moody over F.M. Road 107 
to Eddy, and return over the same route, 
serving all Intermediate points; (58) Be¬ 
tween Gregory and Port Aransas. Tex.: 
From Gregory over Texas Highway 361 
to Port Aransas, and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points: (59) Between Jourdanton and 
Pleasanton, Tex.: From Jourdanton over 
Texas Highway 97 to Pleasanton, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
Intermediate points: (60) Between San 
Antonio and Freer. Tex.: From San An¬ 
tonio over Texas Highway 16 to Freer, 
snii return over the same route, serving 
all Intermediate points; (61) Between 
Waco and Victoria. Tex.: From Waco 
over U.S. Highway 77 to Victoria, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
Intermediate points; 

<62» Between Hunt and Ingram. Tex.: 
From Hunt over Texas Highway 39 to 
Ingrnm. and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points; (63) Be¬ 
tween Brownsville and Port Isabel. Tex.: 
Prom Brownsville over Texas Highway 
48 to Junction F.M. Road 1792 thence 
over F.M- Road 1792 to Junction Texas 
Highway 100 thence over Texas Highway 
100 to Port Isabel, and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points; (64) Between Port Isabel and 
Junction Texas Highway 100 with U.8. 
Highways 83 and 77 near Olmito. Tex.: 
Prom Port Isabel over Texas Highway 
100 to junction U.8. Highways 83 and 
77 near Olmito. Tex. and return over the 
tame route, serving all intermediate 
points; (65) Between Pharr and Browns¬ 
ville. Tex.: From Pharr over U.S. High¬ 
way 281 to Brownsville, and return over 
the same route, serving all Intermediate 
points and the off-route point of Hidalgo. 
Tex.; <66> Between Artesla Wells. Tex. 
and Junction F.M. Road 133 and U.S. 
Highway 83 near Catarina. Tex.: From 
Artesla Wells over F.M. Road 133 to 
Junction U.S. Highway 83 near Catarina. 
Tex., and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points; (67) Be¬ 
tween Asherton and Brundage. Tex.: 
From Asherton over F.M. Road 190 to 
Brundage, and return over the same 
wute. serving ail Intermediate points: 

Between Mlrando City. Tex., and 
Junction F.M. Road 649 and Texas High¬ 
ly . Frt)m Brando City over F.M. 
Road 649 to Junction Texas Highway 359. 
ww return over the same route, serving 
Jr * nt 5™ ccUate Points: (69) Between 
Aimendorf. Tex. and Junction F.M. Road 
Highway 181: From El- 
ovcr FM ' Hoad 1518 to junc¬ 
tion U.8. Highway 181, and return over 

pointed r ° UtC ' 845rvin « aU Intermediate 

hJIPi ?^tween Belton and Helden- 

Rc^d n£ c ?’ : 4 Prom over F. M. 

1123 to Junction F. M. Road 436. 
rS? 6 ®5 r ,J ™ Hoad 436 via Little 
the Heldenheimer, and return over 

scrvl *£ Intermediate 
pv Be tween Cameron and Tem- 

wai c ameron over UB. Hlgh- 

p]/ IUghwa 3 r 36 to Tem- 

u return over the same route. 


serving all intermediate points; (72) Be¬ 
tween Buda and Junction F. M. Road 967 
and Interstate Highway 35: From Buda 
over F. M. Road 967 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 35, and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points; (73) Between Alcoa. Tex. and 
Junction F. M. Road 1786 and U.S. High¬ 
way 79: From Alcoa over F. M. Road 
1786 to junction U.S, Highway 79. and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points: (74) Between Alcoa 
and Rockdale, Tex.: From Alcoa over 
F. M. Road 1786 to Junction F. M. Road 
2116 thence over F. M. Road 2116 to 
Rockdale, and return over the same 
route, serving ail intermediate points; 
(75) Between Jourdanton and junction 
Texas Highway 173 and Texas Highway 
16 near Kerrville. Tex.: From Jour¬ 
danton over Texas Highway 173 to Junc¬ 
tion Texas Highway 16 near Kerrville, 
Tex . and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points; (76) Be¬ 
tween Pleasanton and Junction Texas 
Highway 97 and UB. Highway 87 near 
Stockdale. Tex.: From Pleasanton over 
Texas Highway 97 to Junction U.S. High¬ 
way 87 near Stockdale, Tex., and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; (77) Between Soguln, 
Tex. and junction Texas Highway 46 and 
Texas Highway 16 near Pipe Creek. Tex.: 
From Seguin over Texas Highway 46 to 
Junction Texas Highway 16 near Pipe 
Creek, Tex., and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points: 

(78) Between Bccvilic and Refugio. 
Tex.: From Beeville over State Highway 
202. to Junction U.S. Highway 77A and 
183 thence over UB. Highway 77A and 
183 to Refugio, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(79) Between Nixon and Victoria, Tex.: 
From Nixon over U.S. Highway 87 to 
Victoria, serving only the intermediate 
points of Smiley and Westhoff, Tex., and 
return over the same route; (80) Be¬ 
tween Fredericksburg and Junction UB. 
Highway 290 and Texas Highway 27: 
From Fredericksburg over UB. Highway 
290 to Junction Texas Highway 27, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points; (81) Between John¬ 
son City and Austin. Tex.: From John¬ 
son City over UB. Highway 290 to Aus¬ 
tin. and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points; (82) Be¬ 
tween Alice and Driscoll, Tex.: From 
Alice over F. M. Road 665 to Driscoll, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
Intermediate points; (83) Between San 
Manuel and Raymondville, Tex.: From 
San Manuel over Texas Highway 186 to 
Raymondville. and return over the same u 
route, serving all Intermediate points; 
(84) Between Combes and Harlingen. 
Tex.: From Combes over Texas Highway 
107 to Harlingen and return over the 
same route, serving ail intermediate 
points; Restrictions: (l) Restricted to 
the transportation of shipments (a) hav¬ 
ing a prior or subsequent movement by 
air; and (2) moving to or from (a) Love 
Field, at Dallas, Tex.; (b) Dallas-Fort 
Worth Regional Airport, between Dallas 
and Fort Worth; and (o) San Antonio 
International Airport. 


(2) No service shall be rendered on 
shipments (a) originating at, or des¬ 
tined to, any intermediate points be¬ 
tween Houston and Victoria located on 
UB. Highway 59; (b) originating at, or 
destined to, LaGrange. Hallettsvllle. or 
any Intermediate point on UB. Highway 
77 between Schulenburg and Victoria; 
and (c) originating at or destined to 
Hearne. Note: Applicant presently has 
air freight authority over some of the 
routes requested herein, but only on ship¬ 
ments originating at or destined to the 
San Antonio International Airport. In 
the event of the grant of this application. 
Applicant states that it will request can¬ 
cellation of MC 67485. Sub No. 10 and 
MC 67485, Sub No. 15. Common control 
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, the applicant requests it be 
held at cither Dallas or San Antonio. 
Tex. 


No. MC 67485 (Sub-No. 19), Hied 
July 25 , 197 5. Applicant: TEXAS TEX- 
PACK EXPRESS. INC.. P.O. Box 9325, 
San Antonio. Tex. 78294. Applicants 
representative: Austin L. Hatchell. 1102 
Perry Brooks Bldg., Austin. Tex. 78701. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities. (1) Between Kerrville. Tex., 
and Junction. Tex.: From Kerrville over 
Texas Highway 27. thence over Texas 
Highway 27 to junction UB. Highway 290 
and Interstate Highway 10, thence over 
UB. Highway 10 to Junction, Tex., and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points: (2) Between Hunt, 
Tex., and Ingram. Tex.: From Hunt over 
Texas Highway 39 to Ingram and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; (3) Between Port 
Aransas. Tex., and Aransas Pass. Tex.: 
From Port Aransas over Texas Highway 
361 to Aransas Pass and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points; (4) Between Brownsville, Tex., 
and Port Isabel. Tex.: From Browns- 
ville over Texas Highway 48, thence over 
Texas Highway 48 to Junction F.M. 1792 
and Tqx&s Highway 100, thence over 
F.M. 1792 and Texas Highway 100 to 
Port Isabel and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points* 
(5) Between Port Isabel. Tex., and its 
junction with UB. Highways 83 and 77 
near Olmito. Tex.: From Port Isabel over 
Texas Highway 100 to Junction US 
Highways 83 and 77 near Olmito and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points; 

(6) Between Pharr. Tex., and Browns¬ 
ville. Tex.; From Pharr over UB. High¬ 
way 281, and return over the same route, 
serving all Intermediate points, and serv¬ 
ing the off-route point of Hidalgo; (7) 
Between Carrlzo 8prlngs, Tex., and its 
Junction with Interstate Highway 35 
north of Laredo: From Carrlzo Springs 
over Interstate Highway 35 and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points: (8) Between Artesla 
Wells and junction U S. Highway 83 near 
Catarina; From Artesla Wells over F.M 
133 to Junction UB. Highway 83 near 
Catarina, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
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CD» Between Asherton, Tex., and Brund- 
age, Tex.: From Asherton over F.M. 190 
to Brundage and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(10) Between Rio Grande City. Tex., 
and Pharr, Tex.: From Rio Grande City 
over U.6. Highway 83 to Pharr, and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving all 
intermediate point* and the ofT-route 
point* of Grulla, Sullivan City, Los 
Ebano* and La Joya; <11> Between 
Freer. Tex., and Jourdanton. Tex.: From 
Freer over Texas Highway 16 to Jourdan¬ 
ton and return over the same route, serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points; 12) Between 
Poteet, Tex., and San Antonio. Tex.: 
From Potect over Texas Highway 16 to 
San Antonio, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(13) Between Mlrando City, Tex., and 
it* Junction with Texas Highway 359: 
From Mlrando City over F.M. 649, 
thence over F.M. 649 to it* junction with 
Texas Highway 359 and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points; 

(14) Between Elmendorf, Tex., and its 
junction with U.S. Highway 181: From 
Elmendorf over F.M. 1518. thence over 
FJM. 1518 to it* Junction with U-S. High¬ 
way 181. and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points; (15) 
Between Belton. Tex., and Heidenhclmer, 
Tex.: From Belton over F.M. 1123 and 
FJd. 430 to Heidenhclmer, and return 
over the same route, serving all Inter¬ 
mediate points; <16> Between Cameron. 
Tex., and Temple, Tex.; From Cameron 
over U.8. Highway 190 to Temple, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
Intermediate points; (17) Between Tay¬ 
lor. Tex. and Heame, Tex.: From Taylor 
over U.S. Highway 79 to Hearne (exclud¬ 
ing service to Heame except for the pur¬ 
pose of interline with other carriers), and 
return over the same route; (18) Be¬ 
tween Buda, Tex., and its Junction with 
Interstate Highway 35: From Buda over 
F.M. 967 to it* junction with Interstate 
Highway 35, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 

(19) Between Alcoa, Tex., and Rockdale, 
Tex.: From Alcoa over F.M. 1786 to 
Rockdale, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 

(20) Between Jourdanton. Tex., and Its 
junction with Texas Highway 16 near 
Kcerville, Tex.; From Jourdanton over 
Texas Highway 173 to it* Junction with 
Texas Highway 16 near Keervlilc and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving all in¬ 
termediate points: (21) Between Pleas¬ 
anton, Tex., and its junction with U.S. 
Highway 87 near Stockdale: From 
Pleasanton over Texas Highway 97 to Us 
junction with U.S. Highway 87 near 
Stockdale and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate point*: 

(22) Between Seguin. Tex., and its 
Junction with Texas Highway 16 near 
Pipe Creek: From Seguin over Texas 
Highway 46 to Us Junction with Texas 
Highway 16 near Pipe Creek. Tex., and 
return over the same route, serving all 
Intermediate points; (23) Between Kerr- 
viile, Tex., and San Antonio. Tex.: From 
Kerrville over Texas Highway 16 to San 
Antonio and return over the same mute, 
serving all intermediate point*; and (24) 


Between Beevllle. Tex., and Rufugio, 
Tex.: From Beevllle over Texas High¬ 
way 202, thence over Texas Highway 202 
to Its Junction with UJ9. Highways 77A 
and 183, thence over junction U.S. High¬ 
ways 77A and 183 to Refugio, and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving all in¬ 
termediate points, restricted such that 
no senice shall be provided in the trans¬ 
portation of packages or articles weigh¬ 
ing in the aggregate more than 100 
pounds from one consignor at one loca¬ 
tion to one consignee at one location on 
any one day. 

Nan.—Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing U deemed necessary, tho appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Dallas or San 
Antonio. Tex. 

No. MC 73165 <Sub-No. 367 ►. filed 
August 21, 1975. Applicant: EAGLE 

MOTOR LINE8. INC., 830 North 33rd 
Street, P.O. Box 11086. Birmingham, 
Ala. 35202. Applicant 4 * representative: 
William P. Parker (same address a* ap¬ 
plicant). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Trans¬ 
formers, rectifiers, electrostatic precipi¬ 
tators, circuit breakers , and parts , af- 
tachments and accessories therefor , 
from point* in Shelby County, Ala., to 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). 

Non.—If a hearing U deemed nece-wuy, 
applicant request! it be held at Birmingham, 
Ala. 

No. MC 76065 (8ub-No. 29). filed 
August 21, 1975. Applicant: EHRLICH 
NEWMARK TRUCKING CO , INC., 505 
West 37th Street, New York. N.Y. 10018. 
Applicant's representative: Martin Wer¬ 
ner. 2 West 45th Street. New York, N.Y. 
10036. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular route*, transporting: Wearing 
apparel, between points In Carroll Coun¬ 
ty. Md.. on the one hand, and. on the 
other, the District of Columbia. 

Not*,—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant request* It be held at New York, 
N.Y., or Washington, D.O. 

No. MC 78087 (Sub-No. 41), flled 
August 15. 1975. Applicant: LOTT 

MOTOR LINES. INC., 118 Moneli Street. 
Penn Yan. N.Y. 14527. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: E. Stephen Helsley. Suite 
805. 666 Eleventh St,. N.W.. Washington, 
D.C. 20001. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Fer¬ 
tilizer and fertilizer ingredients (except 
liquid commodities in bulk, in lank ve¬ 
hicles), from point* in Yates County. 
N.Y„ to point* in Pennsylvania. 

Not*.— Applicant hold* contract carrier au¬ 
thority la SIC 2505, therefore dual operations 
may be Involved. Common control may alao 
be involved. If a hearing U deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* it be held at Buffalo, 
N.Y. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. 411). hied 
August 18. 1975. Applicant: C & H 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., 1936- 
2010 West Commerce SL, P.O. Box 5976. 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Thomas E. James (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 


operate as a common carrier, by meter 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Iron and steel articles, from the 
plantsite and storage facilities of Na¬ 
tional Pipe and Tube Company, located 
in Liberty County, Tex., to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Note. —Common control may be Involve 
If a hearing is doomed neccaaary, ihe appli¬ 
cant request* It be held at either Doii.i- c .r 
Houston. Tex. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. 412). flled Au¬ 
gust 18, 1975, Applicant: C & H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC.* 1936-2010 W»t 
Commerce St„ P.O. Box 5976, Dallas. 
Tex. 75222. Applicant 4 * represent dive: 
Thomas E. James (same address as ap¬ 
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier. by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Bomb 
casings, between Garland, Tex., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in the 
United States. Including Alaska, but ex¬ 
cluding Hawaii. 

Note.— Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing 1* deemed necesnary. the ap¬ 
plicant requests it bo held at DoIIjlv rex 

No. MC 83835 (Sub-No. 124), flled Au¬ 
gust 18. 1975. Applicant: WALES 

TRANSPORTATION. INC., PO. Box 
6186, Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: James W. Hightower. 136 
Wynnewood Professional Bid*:., Dnllas, 
Tex. 75224. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transportin' Iron 
and steel articles, from point* m Liberty 
County. Tex., to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii). re¬ 
stricted to shipments originating at the 
plant sites and warehouse facilities of 
National Pipe & Tube Company. 

Note. — If a bearing la deemed nc<> 
the applicant request* It be held at Si Louis, 
Mo. 

No. MC 103993 <Sub-No. 858). filed 
August 15. 1975. Applicant: MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY. INC-, 2800 W. Lexington 
Avc., Elkhart, Ind. 46514. Applicant! 
representative: Paul D. Borghesani 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Parts, accessories tods , 
materials, and equipment tor trailer?, de¬ 
signed to be drawn by passenger auto¬ 
mobiles and recreational vehicles, when 
transported in mixed loads with the 
above commodities, from points in Elk¬ 
hart County. Ind.; Yolo County, Calif.: 
Nolan County, Tex. and points in Col¬ 
quitt, Thomas and Lowndes Counties. Q*- 
to points in the United States:. Including 
Alaska, but excluding Hawaii. 

Note.—C ommon control may bo involved. 
If a hearing U deemed necessary the^ ap¬ 
plicant request* It bo held at Chicago, ill* 

No. MC 104983 <8ub-No. 38'. fl«j 
August 21. 1075. Applicant: TRANS¬ 
PORT. INC.. P.O. Box 1524, Hattiesburg 
Miss. 39401. Applicant* representative. 
Donald B. Morrison. 1500 Deposit Guar¬ 
anty Plana. P.O. Box 22628, JacKJOR. 
Miss. 39205. Authority sought to oper* 
ate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
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inn*. tl> Liquid sulphur, in bulk. In tank 
vehicles, from points in Washington 
County. Ala., to points in Arkansas, 
Georgia. Louisiana and Mississippi; and 
(2* liquid sulphur, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from points hi Clarke County, 
Mtes.* to points in Arkansas, Georgia 
and Louisiana. 

Not*.— I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Jackson, 

Miss. 

No. MC 106398 (Sub-No. 731). filed 
August 14. 1975. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 525 South 
Main, Tulsa, Okla. 74103. Applicant’s 
representative: Irvin Tull (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate os a common carrier . by motor vehi¬ 
cle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Gypsum products, composition hoard . in¬ 
flating materials. roofing end roofing 
materials, hardboard, building and con¬ 
struction materials, urethane and ure¬ 
thane products, and materials, equip¬ 
ment and supplies used in the manufac¬ 
ture. sales, and distribution of the fore¬ 
going * except commodities in bulk), be¬ 
tween Elizabethtown,. Ky.; Lockland. 
Ohio; Goldsboro, N.C.; Philadelphia. 
Pa.; Marlon, S.C., and Houston. Tex., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the United States including Alaska 
but excluding Hawaii. 

Not*.- —C ommon control may bo Involved. 
If a hearing is doomed necessary, tho appli¬ 
cant requests it bo hold at Tampa. Fla. 

No. MC 106398 < Sub-No. 732). filed 
August 14, 1975. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 525 South 
Main, Tulsa, Okla. 74103. Applicant's 
representative: Irvin Tull (same address 


points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). 

Nor* —Common control may bo involved. 
If a hearing Is doomed necessary, applicant 
requests It bo held at Birmingham, Ala., or 
New Orleans. La. 

No. MC 107012 (Sub-No. 224), filed 
August. 18, 1975. Applicant: NORTH 
AMERICAN VAN LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
988. Lincoln Highway k Meyer Road, Fort 
Wayne, Ind. 46801. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: David D. Bishop (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate os a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Fabric dust filter bags and tliter cages, 
from plant site and facilities of B. H. A. 
Division of Standard Havens. Inc., lo¬ 
cated at or near Slater. Mo., to points 
in the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). 

Not*.—C ommon control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at either Chicago, 
III., or Kansas City. Mo. 

No. MC 107993 <Sub-No. 40). filed Au¬ 
gust 15. 1975. Applicant: J. J. WILLIS 
TRUCKING COMPANY. P.O. Box 5328- 
Terminal 8tation, Dallas, Tex. 75222. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: J. O. Dali, Jr„ 
1111 E Street, N.W., Washington. D.C. 
20004. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel, iron and steel articles, and wire 
products , from points in California, to 
points In Arkansas, Colorado, Louisiana, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma and Texas. 

Not*.—I f a hearing U deemed neceasarv, 
the applicant request* It be held at Lo* An¬ 
gelo*, Oallf. 


as applicant) . Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate os a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Gypsum products . composition board, 
insulating materials, roofing and roofing 
materials , building and construction ma¬ 
terials. urethane and urethane products, 
and materials, equipment and supplies 
used in the manufacture, sales, or dis¬ 
tribution of the foregoing (except com¬ 
modities in bulk), between Baraga 
County, Mich.; Wabash County, Ind.; 
Orleans Parish, La.; Jefferson Parish. 
La: Deposit, N.Y.; Harding, Pa.: Port 
Clinton. Ohio; Ft. Dodge. Iowa; Chicago. 
Li : Largo, Ind.; Fairfield, Ala.; Camden. 
Ark.; Marrero. La.; Henry County. Term.. 

Charleston, Ill., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the United 
Hawjui lnc * u<Bja * Alaska but excluding 

n , ‘»3 —Common control may bo involved. 
Shearing la deemed necessary, the appll- 
requests it be held at Tampa. Fla. 

106497 <Sub-No. 122). filed 
A PPLcant: PARK HILL 
r^vS C £ COMPANY, a Corporation, P.O. 

12 a ,B ^’ Rt * 44 ***>. Joplin. Mo. 
wL A P?} lcan ^s representaUvc: A. N. 

AutWif' 0, B ? X l13 * Joplin. Mo. 64801. 
jorlo sought to operate as a common 

amer. b - v motor vehicle, over irregular 
transporting: Tanks pressure ves- 
f !. ' and chemical process equipment, 
om Potot* in Mobile County. Ala., to 


No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. 425). filed 
August 21, 1975. Applicant: FROZEN 
FOOD EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 5888. 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: J. B. Ham (same address as ap¬ 
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Bananas; 
and (2) bananas, when transported in 
mixed loads with commodities exempt 
from economic regulation, under Section 
203<b>(6> of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, from points In Cameron, Starr. 
Zapata. Webb. Hidalgo, and Willacy 
Counties, Tex., to points in Arizona, 
Arkansas. California, Illinois. Indiana. 
Iowa. Kansas, Kentucky. Louisiana, 
Michigan, Minnesota. Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska. New Mexico. Ohio, Okla¬ 
homa, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, 
and Wisconsin. 

Note.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held &t Dallas, Ttx.. 
or Minneapolis. Minn. 

No. MC 109397 (Sub-No. 318). filed 
August 15. 1975. Applicant: TRI-STATE 
MOTOR TRANSIT CO., a Corporation 
P.O. Box 113 (Bus. Rte. 1-44 east). Jop¬ 
lin, Mo. 64801. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: A. N. Jacobs (same address as ap¬ 
plicant). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: (1) Heat 
exchangers and equalizers tor air, gas, 
or liquids, machinery and equipment tor 


mn 

heating, cooling conditioning, humidify¬ 
ing. dehumldifylng, and moving of air, 
gas. or liquids, and parts, attachments, 
and accessories for use in the Installation 
and operation of the above-named Item* 
(except commodities in bulk); and «2> 
commodities used in the manufacturing 
of items listed in (l> above i except com¬ 
modities in bulk), (a) From points m 
Jackson County. Ala., to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii*; and <b) from points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii), to points in Jackson County, 
Ala. 

Not*. —Common oonLro: may be Involved. 
If a bearing M deemed necessary. the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Birmingham. Ala., 
or Memphis, Tcnn. 

No. MC 110563 (Sub-No. 159\ filed 
August 18. 1975. Applicant: COLDWAY 
FOOD EXPRESS. INC.. 113 N. Ohio 
Ave., Ohio Bldg.. P.O. Box 747, Sidney. 
Ohio 45365. Applicant’s representative; 
John L. Maurer (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Food, and food products (except com¬ 
modities in bulk), from the plantske 
and storage facilities or utilized by 
Roman Meal Company, located at or 
near Decatur. Ind., to points in Connect¬ 
icut, Delaware. Maine, Maryland, Mas¬ 
sachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey. 
New York, Ohio. Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island. Vermont, Virginia. West Virginia, 
and the District of Columbia, restricted 
to the transportation of traffic originat¬ 
ing at the named origin and destined to 
the named destinations. 

Not*. —If a hearing U deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be hold at Chi¬ 
cago. III. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 567). filed 
August 13, 1975. Applicant: PUROLA- 
TOR COURIER CORR, 3333 New Hyde 
Park Road, New Hyde Park, N.Y. 11040. 
Applicant's representative: Russell S. 
Bernhard. 1625 K St.. N.W., Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20006. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (l) Business papers, records, audit 
and accounting media of all kinds, be¬ 
tween Jacksonville. Fla,, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Albany. Co¬ 
lumbus and Griffin, Ga,; and (2) busi¬ 
ness or office machine parts, supplies, 
devices, and units, from Atlanta. Ga., 
to points in Brevard. Broward, Char¬ 
lotte. Collier. Dade. Duval, Hillsbor¬ 
ough, Indiana River. Lee. Leon. Marion. 
Alachua. Orange. Palm Beach. Pinellas, 
Polk, Putnam. Sarasota. St. Lucie, and 
Volusia Counties. Fla., restricted in (2) 
above, against the transportation of ar¬ 
ticles or packages weighing In the aggre¬ 
gate more than 100 pounds from one 
consignor to one consignee on any 
one day. 

Not*.—A pplicant holds contract carrier 
authority m MC 112750 and subs thcrounder, 
therefore dual operations may be involved. 
Common control may also be Involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, the applicant 
requests It be held at New York. N.Y., or 
Washington, D C. 
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No. MC 113617 <Sub-No. 333). Wed 
August 21, 1975. Applicant: LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS. INC., P.O. Box 21395, 
Louisville. Ky. 40221. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Leonard A. Jasklweic*. 8ulte 
501. 1730 M St-. N.W., Washington, D.C. 
30036. Autitorlty sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: <1> Col¬ 
oring syrup. In bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Louisville. Ky.. to Dallas. Tex.: and 
<2) chemicals. In bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Danville. Ill., to Hawesvllle. Ky. 

Not*.—C ommon control may be Involved. 
It a bearing l» deemed necessary, applicant 
requests It be held at Loulavllle. Ky., or 
Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. 68). hied Au¬ 
gust 14,1975. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC.. P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81001. Applicant's representative: Mari¬ 
on P. Jones. 1800 Lincoln Center. 1660 
Lincoln Street. Denver. Colo. 80203. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Spent phosphoric 
acid, in bulk. In tank vehicles, from the 
Eastman Kodak Company located at or 
near Windsor. Colo., to Cheyenne. Wyo. 

None—If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* It be held at either 
Denver, Colo. or Cheyenne. Wyo. 

No. MC 113666 <Sub-No. 96). filed Au¬ 
gust 15. 1975. Applicant: FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT. INC.. 1200 Butler Road, 
Freeport, Pa. 16229. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Leonard A. Jaskiewlca. 1730 
M Street. N.W.. Washington. D.C. 20036. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Agri¬ 
cultural chemicals and materials and 
equipment used in the distribution and 
application thereof, from the plant site 
and storage facilities of American Cy- 
anamid Company located In Marion 
County, Mo., to points in the United 
States iexcept Alaska and Hawaii): and 
(2) agricultural chemicals and materials, 
supplies, and equipment used in the pro¬ 
duction and distribution thereof, from 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). to the plantsite and 
storage facilities of American Cyanamid 
Company located in Marion County, Mo. 

Not*.— If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that It be held on 
a consolidated record with applications hied 
by Truck Transport, Incorporated, MC 
116331 and Looser Transportation, Inc. MC 
135197 at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 114818 (Sub-No. IT) (Amend¬ 
ment ). filed December 26.1974, published 
In the Federal Register issue of Febru-. 
ary 20. 1975, and republished, aa amend¬ 
ed this issue. Applicant: MOTOR CAR¬ 
GO. a Corporation. 845 West Center. 
North Salt Lake, Utah 84054. Applicant's 
representative: William S. Richards. 
1515 Walker Bank Bldg., P.O. Box 2465, 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84110. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities in 


bulk, and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment). (a) between Elko, Nev.. and 
Wells, Nev.: From Elko. Nev. over UJ8. 
Highway 40 (Interstate Highway 80) to 
Elko, Nev., and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points: 
and (b) between Los Angeles, Calif., 
and Elko. Nev., serving all points In 
the Los Angeles Harbor Commercial Zone 
as described by the Commission in Los 
Angeles , Cali /. Commercial Zone 3 M.C.C. 
676, and no intermediate points: From 
Los Angeles over Interstate Highway 5 
to junction California Highway 14. 
thence over California Highway 14 to 
Junction UB. Highway 395. thence over 
395 to Junction UJ3. Highway 6. thence 
over UJB. Highway 6 to Junction Nevada 
Highway 8-A to junction U.S. Highway 
60, thence over UB. Highway 50 to Junc¬ 
tion Nevada Highway 51 to junction U.S. 
Highway 40, thence over UB. Highway 40 
to Elko, and return over the same route: 
(c> between Denver. Colo, and Los An¬ 
geles, Calif., serving all points in the Los 
Angeles Harbor Commercial Zone as de¬ 
scribed by the Commission in Los An¬ 
geles California Commercial Zones. 3 
M.C.C. 676, serving no intermediate 
points: From Denver. Colo, over Inter¬ 
state Highway 70 (also known as UB. 
Highways 8. 24, and 50) to Junction In¬ 
terstate Highway 70 and UB. Highway 89. 
thence over U S, Highway 89 to Junction 
UB. Highway 89 and Utah Highway 4, 
thence over Utah Highway 4 (also known 
as Interstate Highway 70), to Junction 
Utah Highway 4 (Interstate Highway 70) 
and Interstate Highway 15 (also known 
as UB. Highway 91), thence over Inter¬ 
state Highway 15 to Junction Interstate 
Highway 15 and Interstate Highway 10. 
thence over Interstate Highway 10 to 
Los Angeles, Calif., and return over the 
same route: and (di between Salt Lake 
City, Utah and Los Angeles. Calif., serv¬ 
ing all points in the Los Angeles Har ¬ 
bor Commercial Zone as described by the 
Commission in Los Angeles California 
Commercial Zones, 3 M.C.C. 676. serving 
no intermediate points: From Salt Lake 
City, Utah over Interstate Highway 15 
(U.S. Highway 91 > to junction Interstate 
Highway 15 and Interstate Highway 10, 
thence over Interstate Highway 10 to Los 
Angeles, Calif., and return over the same 
route. 

Norm.—The purpose of thin rcpubJicatton 
la to add Parts (c) and (d) to tbe authority 
originally requested. Applicant holds con¬ 
tract carrier authority In MC 134162 (8ub-No. 
1). therefore dual operations may be In¬ 
volved. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, ap¬ 
plicant requests It be held at either Salt Lake 
City. Utah or Reno. Nev. 

No. MC 115162 (Sub-No. 312). filed Au¬ 
gust 18.1975. Applicant: POOLE TRUCK 
LINE. INC., PO. Drawer 500, Evergreen, 
Ala. 36401. Applicant's representative: 
Robert E. Tate (same address as appli¬ 
cant) . Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Firebrick 
and/or firebrick materials, refractory 
products and bonding mortar, from 
Audrain and Callaway Counties, Mo., to 
points in Arkansas, Kentucky’, Tennessee 
and Oklahoma. 


Not*.—I f a hearing le deemed nectssa; 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
St. Louis. Mo. or Memphis. Tenn. 

No. MC 115859 (Sub-No. 6). filed Au¬ 
gust 12.1975. Applicant: P.C.M. TRUCK¬ 
ING. INC., 1063 Main 8treet, Orefield. 
Pa. 18104, Applicants representative 
Paul B. Kemmerer, 1620 N. 19th {Street. 
Allentown, Pa. 18104. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transpor 1- 
lng: Soy beans, soy bean meal and so? 
bean by-products, dry. In bulk, from 
points in Indiana, to points in Connecti¬ 
cut. Delaware, Maine, Mary land. Massa¬ 
chusetts. New Hampshire, New Jersey 
New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
and Vermont. 

Nor*.—If a hearing Is deemed nece? ary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Allentown or Philadelphia, Pa. 

No MC 117975 (Sub-No. 7). filed Au¬ 
gust 21. 1975. Applicant: MOTOR IM¬ 
PRESS. INC,, P.O. Box 604, Edinburg 
Tex. 78539. Applicant's representative 
Clay to Binion, 1108 Continental Life 
Building. Fort Worth, Tex. 76102. Au¬ 
thority sought to* operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Bananas: sad 
(2) bananas, when transported in rn'ied 
loads with agricultural cammed a iet 
otherwise exempt from economic mrula- 
tlon under Section 203 (b)(6), Part II. 
of the Interstate Commerce Act. from 
Brownsville. Hidalgo, Laredo, McAllen. 
Rio Grande City, and Roma. Tex. to 
points in the United States < except 
Alaska and Hawaii). 

Not*.—C ommon control may be Involved 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, app::<*nt 
requests It be held at Dallas or Brownsville. 
Tc*. 

No. MC 118831 (Sub-No. 118» filed 
June 16. 1975. Applicant: CEN TRA! 
TRANSPORT, INCORPORATED PO 
Box 5388. High Point. N.C. 27262 Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Richard E. Shaw 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier 
by motor vehicle, over irregular iout«. 
transporting: (I) Chemicals . in bulk, 
from points in Mobile County. Ala. to 
points in Alabama, Georgia. Florida 
Louisiana, Mississippi, and Tenner 
(2) Dry lithium ore , in bulk, from Sun- 
bright (Horton’s Summit), Va.. to In¬ 
wood, W. Va.; and (3) Borate rock, 
ground, in bulk, between Anderson, S C 
and Jackson, Tenn. 

Not*. —Applicant state* that It tnteudi w 
tack the authority requested In (1) *bofr 
(a) In Its sub 22 at Mobile. Ala , on Uqu* 
Chemicals, In bulk, to provide servk* from 
Charlotte. N.C.. to point* In Louisiana (b) in 
it* Sub BS at Mobile, Ala., on Chemi -< a 
bulk (except fertiliser and vegetable* oil*), 
to proTtdo service from Lanett, AU, w 
point* in Louisiana and Florida: (c) t» 
Sub* 32 and 85 at MobUe. Ala, and that 
part of Georgia in the Lanett, Ala. Oomvm* 
ctal Zone, on Dry Chemicals (except («* 
tilizer), in bulk, to provide service (rum 
point* in North Carolina to points in Lo - 
lslana and Florida: (d) in Subs VI sna zs 
at Lanett. Ala., and points tn North esa 
llna. on Dry chemicals. In bulk 
fertiliser), to provide service from 
in Kanawha County. W. V» . to potn ’ 
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ttfui alarm and Florida: (e) in its Sub* 44 and 
$5 at Mobile, Ala . and that portion of 
Ck^rgta in the Lanett. Ala. Commercial Zone, 
on Liquid chemicals (except Pe troche ml-' 
e*u. fertilizer, and vegetable oils). in bulk, 
to proride service from points in 8outh Caro 
Una to points In Louisiana and Florida; 

If) in its Subs 40, 44 and 85 at that part 
of Georgia in the Lanett, Ala. Commercial 
Zone; Mobile. Ala., and points In South 
Carolina, on Liquid chemicals (except Pe¬ 
trochemicals. anhydrous ammonia, fertilizer 
and fertilizer materials, and vegetable oils), 
in bulk, to provide service from points In 
Nar.h Carolina to points in Louisiana; (g) 
in Its Sub 42 at Mobile, Ala., on Dry poly¬ 
ethylene resins, In bulk, to provide service 
from points In Greenville County, 8.C.. to 
points In Louisiana: (h) In its 8ubs 54. 44, 
tnd 95 at Lanett and Mobile. Ala., and points 
in South' Carolina, on Liquid chemicals (ex¬ 
cept fertlUwr. and vegetable oils). In bulk, 
to provide service from points in Richmoud 
County. Ga , to points In Louisiana: (1) in IU 
Sub 58, at points in Robertson County, 
Term., on Chemicals, In bulk, to provide 
nerrlee from Mobile, Ala., to points in Ar- 
ksmsf. Kentucky. Indiana, Illinois, Michi¬ 
gan. Missouri. Ohio. Virginia, and West Vir- 
giuis i except Kanawha County): (J) In Its 
Suba 73, 32 and 85 at Lanett and Mobile, 
Ala., and points in North Carolina, on Liquid 
chemicals (except fertilizer and vegetable 
60s), and Dry chemicals (except fertilizer) 
in bulk, to provide service from the plant 
■tie ol Howerton-Go wan Company located 
hi Chesapeake, Va. to points In Louisiana 
ind Florida; (k) in its Subs 87. 40. 44 and 
55. it Graingers, N.C., Lanett and Mobile. 
AH and points in South Carolina, on Mol¬ 
ten DMT. In bulk, to provide service from 
OtbbHtown, N.J., to points in Louisiana: (l) 
in Its Subs 87. 32 and 85. at Oralngers. N.C. 
arid Lanett and Mobile. Ala., on Dry DMT. 
in bulk, to provide service from Glbbstown, 

N J . to points In Louisiana: 

(mi la Its Sub 54. at points in Richmond 
County, Ga., on Liquid chemicals, in bulk, 
to provide service from Mobile. Ala., to points 
in North Carolina. South Carolina, and Vir¬ 
ginia: (n) In its Subs 54 and 90, at points in 
Richmond County. Ga.. and Charlotte. N.C„ 
on liquid chemicals, in bulk, to provide serv¬ 
ice from Mobile, Ala., to points in Connecti¬ 
cut, Delaware. Maryland. Moaochuaetts. New 
jrncy. New York. Pennsylvania, and Rhode 
Wind: (o) in lu 8ubs 99 and 33. at Lanett. 
Ala. and points in North Carolina, on Dry 
puitic granules or pellets, in bulk, to provide 
ssnric* from Hopewell. Vo., to points in Lou- 
Uiana and Florida: (p) in Its 8ub 58. at 
*-ob:ie, Ala., on Chemicals In bulk, to pro¬ 
vide .service from points in Robertson County. 
Term., to points in Florida and Louisiana; 
(q) In Its Subs 105 and 54, at points m Rich- 
mond County, Oa.. and Charlotte. N.C., on 
Liquid chemicals* in bulk, to provide service 
jrom Mobile. Ala„ to points in Illinois (ex¬ 
cept those in the East St Louis, IU. Oom- 
Jnrrclal Zone) . Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Mhscmrt (except points In the Bt. Louis, Mis¬ 
souri Commercial Zone). Ohio. Tennessee, 
^^onsln. Applicant further seeks to 
**** lte Sllb *2 at 8unbright 
Summit), Va, on Dry Uthlum am, 

10 P rovld * »®rvice from points in 
ittnfwSSS^Ss Inwood * w Va, Applicant 

wbijCfT, T to Uck (S > • bove wllh 

rroiinii Anderion * on Dry borate rock 
P rov,d ® service from 
if & , *i n , ^° f ^ Carolina to Jackson, Tenn. 

5L 1 ! heoeseary, applicant 

^t-^o D c “ e,thCr N C «■ 

M C 119654 (Sub*No. 29*, fllod 

DKP*Tr-« AppIlcant: HI-WAY 

1401 West 26th Street. 
Marlon. Ind. 46952. Applicant* repre- 


scuta live: Alki E. Scopditis. 815 Mer- 
cKants Bank Building. Indianapolis, Ind. 
46204. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those ol unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion. commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment), between 
B & M Warehouse, located near Dunkirk. 
Ind., on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points In Illinois. Indiana, Kentucky. 
Michigan. Missouri, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
and Wisconsin. 

Note—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Indianapolis. Ind. or Chicago. IU. 

No. MC 119789 (Sub-No. 262). filed 
August 20, 1 975. Applicant: CARAVAN 
REFRIOERATED CARGO. INC., P.O. 
Box 6188. Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant's 
representative: James K. Newbold. Jr. 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Bananas, when trans¬ 
ported In mixed loads with commodities 
exempt from economic regulation under 
Section 203(b)(6) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act. from Brownsville, Hi¬ 
dalgo. Laredo, McAllen. Rio Grande City, 
and Roma. Tex., to points In the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawmli). 

Non.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* it be held at Dalla*. 
Tex., or Minneapolis. Mum. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 260). filed 
August 18. 1975. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT. INC., South Haven 
Square, U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso. Ind. 
46383. Applicant's representative: Ste¬ 
phen H. Loeb (same address as appli¬ 
cants. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Re¬ 
cyclable scrap and waste materials (ex¬ 
cept in bulk), from points in Colorado. 
California. Kansas, Nevada. New Mex¬ 
ico. Oklahoma. Texas, and Utah, to 
points in Navajo County. Ariz. 

Note.— Common control may bo Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant request* it bo held at either Phoenix. 
Arts., Dallas. Tex., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 123685 (Sub-No. 2D, filed 
August 18. 1975. Applicant: PEOPLES 
CARTAOE, INC , 8045 Navarre Road 
SW.. Massillon. Ohio 44646. Applicant's 
representative: James W. Muldoon, 50 
West Broad St.. Columbus. Ohio 43215. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over Ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting; General 
commodities (except Class A and B ex¬ 
plosives. household goods, and commodi¬ 
ties in bulk), restricted to traffic hating 
a prior or subsequent movement by rail 
or water, between Parkersburg. W. Va., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points In West Virginia on and east of 
U.S. Highway 31. 

Note. —If a hearing U deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* it be held at either 
Columbus. Ohio, Charleston. W. Va„ or 
Washington. D.C. 


No. MC 123885 (Sub-No. 20). filed Au¬ 
gust 21. 1975. Applicant: C & R TRANS¬ 
FER CO., a Corporation, P.O. Box 1010, 
Rapid City, S. Dak. 57701. Applicants 
representative: James W. Olson. 821 Co¬ 
lumbus. Rapid City. S. Dak 57701. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Coal and coal by¬ 
products, from points in Montana. North 
Dakota, and Wyoming, to points in Pen¬ 
nington and LawTence Counties, S. Dak. 

Not*.—A pplicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 112306 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be involved 
Common control may also be Involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at Rapid City. 8. Dak . or 
Denver. Colo. 

No. MC 126715 <Sub-No. 9). filed Au¬ 
gust 11. 1975. Applicant: TRANSPORT 
SERVICE. 8101 NE. 11th Avenue. Port¬ 
land, Oreg. 97211. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: John O. McLaughlin. 620 Blue 
Cross Bldg.. 100 SW. Market 6t., Port¬ 
land, Oreg. 97201. Authority sought to 
operate os a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Asphalt, asphalt emulsions and road 
oils, from points in Ada County. Idaho, 
to points in Malhuer. Harney. Grant. 
Baker, and Union Counties. Oreg. and 
points In Elko, Eureka. Lander, and 
Humboldt Counties. Nev. 

Not*. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Portland. 
Oreg, ^ 

No. MC 126844 t Sub-No. 31), filed Au¬ 
gust 20. 1975. Applicant: RD.S. TRUCK¬ 
ING CO., INC.. 117 North Main Road. 
Vineland, N.J. 08360. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Jacob P. Blllig, 1126 16th St.. 
NW . Suite 300. Washington. D.C. 20036. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Bread 
crumbs, from Birmingham, Ala., to Vine- 
land. N.J. 

Note. —If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* it be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

No. MC 127739 (Sub-No. 2). filed Au¬ 
gust 15. 1975. Applicant: BOYCE 

BRUCE. 417 North Mette 8treet. Louis¬ 
ville, Miss. 39339. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: John A. Crawford. P.O. Box 22567. 
Jackson, Miss. 39205. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Brick and tile, (1) between the 
plantslte and other facilities of Tri- 
State Brick and Tile Company. Inc. lo¬ 
cated at or near Jackson, Miss, and 
points in Alabama. Arkansas, Louisiana, 
and Tennessee, under a continuing con¬ 
tract or contracts with Tri-State Brick 
and Tile Company, toe.; and (2) between 
the plantslte and facilities of Louisville 
Brick, Inc. located at or near Louisville, 
Miss, and points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Louisiana, and Tennessee, under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with 
Louisville Brick, Inc. 

Note. —If a bearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* it be held at Jackson, 
Min. 
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No. MC 133291 (Sub-No. 4). filed Au¬ 
gust 15. 1975. Applicant: JAMES H. 
FUNCH. doing business as. JAMES 
PUNCH TRUCKING. 2750 North Polk 
Avenue. Fresno, Calif. 93705. Applicant’s 
representative: Eldon M. Johnson, 650 
California Street, Suite 2808, San Fran¬ 
cisco, Calif. 94108. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Such commodities as are custom¬ 
arily dealt with bv wholesale grocery 
concerns, from points in Arl/zona and 
California, to Seattle and Yakima, 
Wash., under a continuing contract or 
contracts with Associated Grocers, In¬ 
corporated. and Consolidated Fruit & 
Produce. 

Not*.—A pplicant hold* common carrier 
authority in MC 141162 pending, therefore 
dual operation* nuky be Involved. If a hear¬ 
ing la deemed necessary, the applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at Seattle. Wash., or Ban 
Francisco, Calif. 

No. MC 134734 ( Sub-No. 23). filed 
August 19, 1975. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION, INC.. 14031 L 
8treet. Omaha. Ncbr. 68137. Applicant’s 
representative: L. N. Fauss. Box 37906, 
Omaha, Nebr. 68137. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Equipment, materials and supplies. 
used in the manufacture of cranberry 
products, from points In California, to 
the plants! to of Ocean Spray Cranber¬ 
ries. Inc., at Markham, Wash., under 
contract with Ocean Spray Cranberries. 
Inc. 

Not*.—I f a hearing la deemed neccwary. 
the applicant requeete it be held at either 
Beattie, Waah., or Portland, Oreg. 

No. MC 134734 (Sub-No. 24). filed 
August 19. 1975. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION, INC.. 14031 L 
Street, Omaha. Nebr. 68137. Applicant’s 
representative: L. N. Fauss, Box 37096. 
Omaha, Nebr. 68137. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cranberry products , from Markham, 
Wash., to points in Oregon. Montana. 
New Mexico. Utah, and Wyoming, under 
a continuing contract with Ocean Spray 
Cranberries. Inc. 

Not*.—I f a hearing U deemed neeesiary. 
the applicant requestt» It be held at cither 
Seattle. Wash. or Portland. Oreg. 

No. MC 135197 <Sub-No. 7), filed Au¬ 
gust 15. 1975. Applicant: LEE6ER 

TRANSPORTATION, INC.. P.O. Box 545. 
Palmyra. Mo. 63461. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Leonard A. Jasklewicz. 1730 M 
Street, NW., 8uit© 501. Washington. D.C. 
20036. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Affri- 
cultural chemicals and materials and 
equipment used in the distribution and 
application thereof, from the plantedte 
and storage facilities of American Cy- 
anamld Company located in Marlon 
County, Mo., to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii); and 
(2) agricultural chemicals and materials , 
supplies and equipment used In the pro¬ 
duction and distribution thereof, from 


points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii), to the plantslte 
and storage facilities of American Cy- 
anamid Company located in Marion 
County, Mo. 

Not*. —If a hearing to deemed necesaary, 
the applicant requests that it be held on 
a consolidated record with similar applica¬ 
tions filed by Truck Transport. Incorporated. 
MC 115331. and Freeport Transport, Inc. MC 
113666 at Washington. D C. 

No. MC 136343 (Sub-No. 49) (Correc¬ 
tion >. filed August 13. 1975. published 
In the Federal Register issue of Septem¬ 
ber 4. 1975 os MC 163343 Sub 49. repub¬ 
lished as corrected this issue. Applicant: 
MILTON TRANSPORTATION, INC., 
P.O. Box 355. Milton. Pa. 17847. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: George A. Olsen. 
69 Tonnele Ave.. Jersey City. N.J. 07306. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Paper and paper 
products, and materials. equipment and 
supplies , used in the manufacture and 
sale of paper and paper products (except 
commodities in bulk), between the fa¬ 
cilities of Millen Industries, Inc., at 
Franklin, Ohio, on the one hand, and. 
on the other, points In Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, New York. Maryland, West 
Virginia. Virginia, Connecticut. Massa¬ 
chusetts, Illinois, Michigan, Indiana, 
Rhode Island. Alabama, Georgia, South 
Carolina. North Carolina, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, restricted to shipments 
originating at the above origins and des¬ 
tined to the above destinations. 

Nor*.—The purpose of this repubUcation 
In to change the docket number MC 136343 
Sub 49 In lieu of MC 163343 Sub 49 which was 
previously published in error. Common con¬ 
trol may be Involved. If a hearing to deemed 
necessary* applicant requests It be held at 
Washington. D.C.. or New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 136786 (Sub-No. 80), filed 
August 18. 1975. Applicant: ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., 309 Fifth 
Avenue Northwest, New Brighton. Minn. 
55112. Applicant’s representative: Rob¬ 
ert D. Gisvold. 1000 First National Bank 
Bldg., Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car - 
Her. by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Bananas: and 
(2> bananas, when transported in mixed 
loads with commodities exempt from 
economic regulation under Section 203 
(b)(6) of the Interstate Commerce Act. 
from Browmsville. Hidalgo. Laredo, Mc¬ 
Allen. Rio Grande City, and Roma, Tex., 
to points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). 

Not*.—I f a bearing la deemed noceaaary, 
the applicant request* It be held at Minne¬ 
apolis, Minn. 

No. MC 136786 (Sub-No. 81). filed 
August 17. 1975. Applicant: ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., 309 Fifth 
Avenue Northwest, New Brighton. Minn. 
55112. Applicant’s representative: Stan¬ 
ley C. Olsen, Jr.. 3033 Excelsior Blvd., 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55416. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Foodstuffs, from Clear¬ 
field, and Richmond, Utah, to points in 


Alabama, Arkansas, Connecticut, Flor¬ 
ida, Georgia, Illinois, Louisiana. Mich¬ 
igan, Minnesota. Mississippi, Nebraska, 
North Carolina, Ohio. Oklahoma. Penn¬ 
sylvania. South Carolina, and Texas, re- 
strictcd to traffic origin a tiny at the 
plantslte and storage facilities of Pep- 
peridge Farm Inc., at or near Clearfi^ 
and Richmond, Utah. 

Not*. —If a hearing to deemed nect ary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Mine*, 
apolto. Minn. 

No. MC 138951 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
August 19, 1975. Applicant: W. R 
MEEKER, INC.. 14 Harmlch Hoad, 
South Plamficld, N.J. 07080. Applicant* 
representative: E. Stephen Heisley, Suite 
805, 666 Eleventh Street, NW„ Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20001. Authority Bought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by mote* 
vehicle, over irregular routes, jhflansport- 
ing: Iron and steel articles, including 
but not limited to structural steel, and 
materials, equipment and supplu ex¬ 
cept commodities in bulk» used or use¬ 
ful in the manufacture, sale, product** 
and distribution of iron and steel arti¬ 
cles, including but not limited to struc¬ 
tural steel between the plantslte of and 
facilities utilized by Harris Structunl 
Steel Co.. Inc., at or near South Plain- 
field. N.J., on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in Maine. Vermont Nor 
Hampshire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island. New York. New Jersey, 
Ohio, Delaware, Pennsylvania. Mar land, 
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia, restricted to transportation 
performed under a continuing contract 
or contracts with Harris Structm Stcd 
Co.. Inc., of South Plainfield. N.J. 

Not*.- Tf ti hearing to deemed m -try. , 
the applicant requests tt be held at Newark 
NJ. 

No. MC 139263 (Sub-No. 3>. filed 
August 8. 1975 Applicant: MIN UT KM AN 
EXPRESS. INC.. P.O. Box 458, Lexing¬ 
ton, Nebr. 68850. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Bradford E. Kistler, P.O. Bex 
82028. Lincoln. Nebr. 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular route*, 
transporting: Such commodities ax afi 
used or useful in the planting, enre. or 
maintenance of lawns, garden*, tf 
household plants, and Insecticide from 
Medina and Maumee, Ohio and Atlanta 
HI., to points in Colorado. Karlas. 
Nebraska. 8outh Dakota, North Dakota 
Missouri. Iowa, niinol*, and Minnesota, 
restricted against the traosportation or 
commodities in bulk, and further re¬ 
stricted to a transportation service to 
be performed under a continuing r on- 
tract or contracts with Famco, Inc. 

Not*.—I f a hearing to deemed nectary, 
the applicant requests it be held at 
Akron or Cleveland, Ohio. 

No. MC 139624 < Sob-No. 3». W* 
June 23. 1975. Applicant: J. J. MINn*> 
HAN. INC.. Rockingham Road Bellows 
Palls. Vt. 05101. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Frederick T. O'Sullivan. P.O. B« 
2184. 622 Lowell Street. Peabody. »» 
01960. Authority sought to operate as » 
common carrier, by motor vehicle o 
Irregular routes, transporting * 1 ’ 
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j corn products and blend* of com prod¬ 
ucts with other sweetners. In bulk, in 
tank vehicles, and (b) sugar and blends 
of sugar with other sweeteners, between 
i points In Maine. New Hampshire, Ver- 
i niont, Rhode Island, Connecticut, and 
North Lawrence, N.Y., on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points bounded by a 
line beginning at Mass. Highway 128 in 
I Gloucester, Mass . and extending south¬ 
westerly along Mass. Highway 128 to 
| the intersection of Mass. Highway 128 
and Mass. Highway 3 in Braintree. Mass., 
thence easterly to the Atlantic Ocean 
along the boundary line between Brain¬ 
tree and Quincy, Mass., thence northerly 
along the Atlantic Coast to the point of 
beginning, including points on the 
above-described boundary lines; (2) 
Wrecked, disabled, repossessed, and re¬ 
placement motor vehicles and trailers 

• except trailers designed to be drawn by 
po^enger automobiles, in initial move¬ 
ments > . by use of wrecker equipment 
only, between Rockingham and Chester. 
Vt. on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points In Connecticut. New Jersey. Mas¬ 
sachusetts. New Hntrr**hlre, Maine, and 
New York; and (3) Paper place mats . 
and sugar service kits (consisting of 
paper napkins, plastic or wood stirrers, 
and individual sugar service packets) 
overwrapped in transparent materials, 
from the plant and storage facilities of 
Amstar Corporatio at P^ton. Mass., 
to points in Maine. New Hampshire. Ver¬ 
mont. Rhode Island, Connecticut, and 
North La wren * 

Norr - -Common control may be Involved. 
U a hearing la deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Boston, Mass. 

No MC 140010 (Sub-No. 5), ftled Au¬ 
gust 21, 1975. Applicant: JOSEPH MOV¬ 
ING L STORAGE CO.. INC. d/b/a ST 
JOSEPH MOTOR LINES. 574 Dutch Val¬ 
ley Road NE.. Atlanta, Oa. 30324. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Richard M. Tct- 
telbaum. Suite 375. 3379 Peachtree Road 
NE r Atlanta, Oa. 30326. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Furniture and components 
of furniture (except commodities in 
bulk), from the plantsite and storage 
facilities of Universal Furniture Indus¬ 
tries. Inc., in Fulton County, Ga„ to 
points tn Alabama. Florida. Louisiana. 
Mississippi, North Carolina. South Caro- 
rnm. and Teimessee; and (2) damaged, 
refused, returned or refected furniture 
end components of furniture (except 
commodities in bulk). from points In the 
cestmation states named in (1) above. 
rrn!i 1C p, f II ii s,te *»d storage facilities of 
Furniture Industries. Inc., In 

Uhi^iJr under contract with 

Universal Furniture Industries. Inc. 

I! N a Tlri5 !o,n,llon contr °l naay he Involved, 
re de€raed ncc€aaft nr. applicant 

oV* hfW al AtUmjk ° a ’ or 

J*.° ”«*>* <Sub-No. 1). Wed Au- 

SMith°'h B75 L A PPHcant: DALE O. 
d n ® bU3ln «S as D. O. SMITH 
PO. Box 53. Gladstone, 
Pr,K. 97027, Applicant's representative: 

• bt. R. Hollis. 400 Pacific Building. 


Portland. Oreg. 97204. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing; (1) Meats, meat products and meat 
by-products, dairy products, articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat-packinghouses, and 
such commodities as are used by meat 
packers in the conduct of their business 
when destined to and for use by meat 
packers, when moving in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration, 
between facilities of Wilsey-Bonnett Co., 
and Wilsey Foods, Inc., located at Los 
Angeles and San Francisco. Calif,, and 
Salem. Oreg., on the one hAnd. and, on 
the other, points in California, Oregon, 
and Washington, under continuing 
contracts with Wilsey-Bennctt Co., and 
Wilsey Foods. Inc.: and (2) meats, meat 
products and meat by-products, dairy 
products, articles distributed by meat- 
packinghouses and such commodities as 
are used by meat packers in the con¬ 
duct of their business w*hen destined to 
and for use by meat packers, when mov¬ 
ing in vehicles equipped with mechani¬ 
cal refrigeration in mixed shipments 
with commodities otherwise exempt 
from regulation under Section 203(b) 
(6> of the Interstate Commerce Act be¬ 
tween facilities of Wilsey-BennetL Co., 
and Wilsey Foods. Inc., located at Los 
Angeles and San Francisco, Calif., and 
Salem. Oreg., on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points In California, Oregon, 
and Washington, under continuing con¬ 
tracts with Wilsey-Bennctt Co., and 
Wilsey Foods, Inc. 

Note—I f n hearing la deemed nccewiMury, 
applicant request* it be held at Portland. 
Oreg, or Los Angelea. Calif. 

No. MC 140401 (Sub-No. 1). hied 
August 18. 1975. Applicant: W. J. (WES) 
LEBLANC, doing business as WHOLE¬ 
SALE PRODUCE. 2020 McLean Boule¬ 
vard. Eugene. Oreg. 97405. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert R. Hollis. 400 
Pacific Bldg.. Portland, Oreg. 97204. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities (except those of unusual value, 
Classes A and B explosives, commodities 
in bulk, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, and those requiring the 
use of special equipment). from Eugene. 
Oreg.. to Yakima. Wash., under contract 
with The Bi-Mart Company. 

Note.—IS a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at cither 
Eugene or Portland, Oreg. 

No. MC 140421 (Sub-No. 3>, filed 
August 6, 197 5. Applicant: ACTION 
MOTOR EXPRESS. INC., 8303 Old 
Oentilly Road. PO. Box 29102, New 
Orleans. La. 70189. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Harold R. Ainsworth. 2307 
American Bank Building, New Orleans. 
La, 70130. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over Irregular routes, transporting: 
empty tin cans . from Harvey. La., and 
New Orleans, La., to points in Shreve¬ 
port, La., and Little Rock. Ark., under a 
continuing contract with Continental 
Can Company. 


Note. —If * hearing U deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at New 
Orleans, La. 

No. MC 140484 (Sub-No. 6). filed 
August 19. 1975. Applicant: LESTER 
COGOINS TRUCKING, INC., P O. Box 
69. 2671 E. Edison Avenue. Fort Myers, 
Fla. 33902. Applicant’s representative: 
Clayton Oeer (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Synthetic 
liquid resin, requiring temperature con¬ 
trol in vehicles equipped with tempera¬ 
ture controlled devices (except com¬ 
modities in bulk), from the facilities of 
Clark Chemical Corp., at Blue Island. Ill., 
to points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 134443 and subs theroundcr. 
therefor© dual operations may be involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Tampa. Fla-, or 
Washington. D C. 

No. MC 140580 (Amendment), filed 
January 23. 1975, published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register issue of February 20, 1975, 
republished as amended this Issue. Appli¬ 
cant: EARL HAINES. INC., P.O. Box 841. 
Winchester, Va. 22601. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Bill R. Davis. 2814 New 
Spring Rd.. Suite 101, Emerson Center, 
Atlanta. Oa. 30339. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Plastic and rubber commodities, 
shoe components, tags, and adhesives. 
from Winchester. Va.. to points In Ala¬ 
bama. Connecticut. Georgia, Illinois. 
Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland. 
Massachusetts, Michigan. Missouri, New 
Jersey. New York. North Carolina, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania. Rhode Island. South Caro¬ 
lina. Tennessee. Virginia, and West Vir¬ 
ginia: and (2) materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture, processing, 
sale, and distribution of the commodities 
named in (1) above, from points in Ala¬ 
bama, Connecticut. Georgia, Illinois. In¬ 
diana. Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland. 
Massachusetts. Michigan. Mississippi. 
Missouri, New Jersey. New York, North 
Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania. Rhode 
Island. South Carolina. Tennessee. Tex¬ 
as. Virginia, and West Virginia, to Win¬ 
chester. W. Va., under a continuing con¬ 
tract or contracts with the O'Sullivan 
Corp. 

Note.— The purpose of this republican Ion 
Is to amend the requested authority In this 
proceeding. Applicant hold* common carrier 
authority In MC 128200 and Subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be Involved. 
Common control may also be involved. If a 
hearing la deemed necessary, the applicant 
request* It be held at Washington. DC. 

No. MC 140785, filed March 28, 1075. 
Applicant: KREITZ MOTOR EXPRESS, 
INC., P.O. Box 375. 220 Park Road North, 
Wyomissing. Pa. 10610. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Robert D. Ounderman, Suite 
710 Statler Hilton. Buffalo, N Y. 14202. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Machinery and ma¬ 
chine parts ; commodities, which because 
of size or weight require the use of special 
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equipment: and general commodities 
(except Class A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
articles of unusual value and commodi¬ 
ties in bulk), when moving tn the same 
vehicle and at the same time with com¬ 
modities the transportation of which, be¬ 
cause of size or weight, require the use of 
special equipment, when moving in mixed 
loads on a single bill of lading from a 
single consignor, from the plantsrttcs and 
storage facilities of The H. J. Hosea k 
Sons Company, at or near Newport and 
WUder, Ky., to Wilmington, Del.; Chi¬ 
cago. HI.: Baltimore, Md.: Boston. Mass.: 
Buffalo and New York, N.Y.; Cleveland 
and Toledo. Ohio: Phaadelphla, Pa.; 
Norfolk, Va.: and points in New Jersey, 
under contract with The H. J. Hosea k 
Sons Company. 


Nor*.—The purpose of thU republic* tkm 
la to (1) change the docket number from 
MC 141041 to MC 140900 (Sub-No. 2); (2) 
change the applicant'* representative* liame 
and (3) to broaden the commodity and ter¬ 
ritorial description of this proceeding. If a 
hearing Is deemed necowary. the applicant 
doee not specify a location. 


Not* .—AppUcant holds common carrier 
authority In MC 116703 and subs thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be Involved. 
If a hearing la deemed neceeaaiy. applicant 
requests It be held at Buffalo, N.Y. 


No. MC 140858 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
August 14.1975. Applicant: SOS TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., Lawrence Street and Pat- 
tLson Ave., Philadelphia, Pa. 19148. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Richard M. 
Ochroch. 327 South 17th Street, Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa. 19103. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Popcorn, caramel corn, corn chips. 
corn-O s . and bakery products (except 
liquid commodities in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles) . between Philadelphia, Pa., on the 
one hand, and. on the other. Tampa, 
Pompano Beach. Miami. Jacksonville, 
and Hialeah. Fla.; New Orleans. La.; At¬ 
lanta, Ga.; Greenville, S.C.; Raleigh and 
Charlotte. N.C.; Louisville. Ky.; Rich¬ 
mond and Norfolk. Va.; Syracuse, Ro¬ 
chester. Buffalo, Wavcrly. and Water¬ 
ford. N.Y.: Cleveland. Ohio; Indian¬ 
apolis. Ind.; Oakland. HI.; Warren. 
Grand Rapids, Detroit. Fcrndale. and 
Plymouth. Mich,, under a continuing 
contract or contracts with Y k Y Snacks, 
Inc. 


No. MC 141109, filed June 23. 1975. 
AppUcant: BINGHAM TRUCKING 

CORPORATION. P.O. Box 466. Boone- 
villc. Miss. 38829. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Thomas D. Keenuin. Sr., P.O. Box 
422, Booneville. Miss. 38829. Authority 
sought to operate as a confrocf carrier t 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Jackets . pants, piece 
goods and any other garments manufac¬ 
tured by the company, from Booneville, 
Miss., to ShelbyvlUe. Tcnn.; Wlnnsboro. 
La., points in North Carolina. South 
Carolina; Trion. Ga.; New York; Law¬ 
rence. Mass.; Del Rio, Tex.; and Chi¬ 
cago. HI., under a continuing contract 
or contracts with Stahl-Urban Com¬ 
pany*; and (2) lumber, cclotcx. cork, 
complete Anished products such as: 
blackboards, bulletin boards, trays, and 
easels and such materials as used in 
manufacturing thereof and other manu¬ 
facturing products that might develop, 
between Booneville, Miss.; New Orleans, 
La.; Chicago, Ill.; Cincinnati. Ohio; 
Whippany. N.J.; points in Pennsylvania; 
Searcy. Ark.; and Memphis, Tenn., un¬ 
der a continuing contract or contracts 
with Colleague, Inc. 


and points In the United 8tates on and 
east of a line beginning at the mouth of 
the Mississippi River, and extending 
along the Mississippi River to its June* 
tlon with the western boundary of Itasca 
County, Minn., thence northward along 
the western boundaries of Itasca and 
Koochiching Counties, Minn., to the In¬ 
ternational Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada, under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with Light- 
oiler, Inc,, and its wholly owned subsidi¬ 
ary, Aluminum Processing Corporation.] 


None.—If a hearing la d*«mcd neo • att, 
tho applicant request* it be held at Nrwiri, 
HJ. 


None.—If a bearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* It be held at Mem¬ 
phis, Term , or Jackson, Ml**. 


Note.—I f a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* It be held at either 
Philadelphia, Pa.. Baltimore. Md., or Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 


No. MC 140909 (Sub-No. 2) <Amend¬ 
ment), filed May 28, 1975. published in 
the Federal Register issue of July 3. 
1975, and republished as amended this Is¬ 
sue. Applicant: F. T. WILL IAMS COM¬ 
PANY. INCORPORATED. 3009 Roz- 
zcls Ferry Road. Charlotte. N.C. 28208. 
Applicant’s representative: Oeorge W. 
Clapp. P.O. Box 836, Taylors, S.C. 29687. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Crushed if one. and 
manufactured sand, from the plantsite 
and faculties of Martin-Marietta Aggre¬ 
gates, Division of Martin-Marietta Cor¬ 
poration, in Mecklenburg County. N.C., 
to points In Chester, Lancaster, and 
York Counties, 8.C.. under a continuing 
contract or contracts with Martin- 
Marietta Aggregates. Division of Martin- 
Marietta Corporation. 


No. MC 141137 (Sub-No. 2>. filed Au¬ 
gust 18,1975. Applicant: R & R TRUCK¬ 
ING COMPANY. INC., P.O. Box 292, 
Grandvillc, Mich. 49418. Applicants 
representative: Peter W. 8tekctcc. 950 
Union Bank Building, Grand Rapids, 
Mich. 49502. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Such 
merchandise as is marketed by home 
products distributors ; including return 
of empty containers. pallets , similar 
shipping devices, and damaged, refected, 
or returned goods, between Ada. Mich., 
on the one hand. and. on the other, 
Santa Ann, Los Angeles. Buena Park, 
and Torrance, Calif., and Portland. 
Oreg., under contract with Amway Cor¬ 
poration, at Ado, Mich. 

Nott.—I f a hearing U darned naccaaary, 
the applicant request* It be held at either 
Grand Rapid* or Lansing. Mich. 


No. MC 141250, filed August 18. 1975. 
AppUcant: CHARLTON TRANSPORT 
(QUEBEC) LIMITED, 458 22nU Art, 
BlainviUe. Quebec, Canada. ApplIcant’i 
representative: J. A. Kundtz. 1100 Na¬ 
tional City Bank Building. Cleveland, 
Ohio 44114. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier. by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting;: Auto* 
mobiles, trucks, and buses, as defined by 
the Commission in Descriptions of Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766. and parts and accessories (hereof, 
moving at the same time and with the 
vehicle of which they are a part, and gq 
which they are to be Installed, in truck- 
away and driveaway service, in initial 
and secondary movements, between 
points In the Province of Quebec. Cniuda, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Champlain and Rouses Point, N.Y., and 
Derby line. Vt.. through ports of entry oo 
the International Boundary line between 
the United States and Canada, located at 
points in New York and Vermont, tinder 
a continuing contract with General 
Motors Corporation. 


Note.—A ppUcant seek* by tbb application 
to convert lta certificate In MC 127^ *0. In’* 
a contract permit. Common control may 1* 
Involved. If a hearing 1* deemed hm*m*m 7, 
applicant request* It be held at W&Ahlnf- 
ton, D.C. 


Passenger Application* 


No, MC 141243 (Sub-No. 1), filed Au¬ 
gust 15. 1975. Applicant: JAYMAR 

TRUCKING CORP., 348 Ocean Avenue, 
Jersey City. N.J. 07305. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative : A. David MlUner, 744 Broad 
Street, Newark. N.J. 07102. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Lamps, lighting fixtures, 
wire, tungsten, light bulbs, and material 
and supplies used in the manufacture of 
lighting equipment and fixtures, between 
the plants!tes of Light-oiler, Inc., or its 
subsidiaries at Jersey City and Kearny. 
N.J.; Fall River, Mass.; and Elgin. Ill.. 


No. MC 118848 (Sub-No. 19) ^Correc¬ 
tion), July 18. 1975. published in the 
Federal Register issue of August 2A, 
1975, republished as corrected this issue. 
AppUcant: DOMENICO BUS 8KRVICB, 
INC., 75 New Hook Access Row. 
Bayonne. NJ. 07002. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Charles J. Williams 47 Lin¬ 
coln Park, Newark, N.J. 07002. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a comrn yn car¬ 
rier. by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Passengers ^ 
their baggage , in round-trip *P CI 
eratlons, during the authorized r&cte# 
season, beginning and ending at Jcrjjff 
City and Bayonne. N.J.. and eztendmf 
to Monmouth Park Race Track IocaW 
at Oceanport, N.J.. and the Garuf n St** 
Race Track, located at Delaware Town¬ 
ship, N.J., operations will be conducts 
by the Bayonne Bridge, the Borough * 
Staten Island, N.Y.. and the Outcrbrldf* 
Crossing. 

Not*-—T h. purpose of this 
to correct the requested authority o« 
proceeding, tt a hearing la deemed ntctw 
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th» applicant requests it be held At Bayonne, 

NJ. 

No. MC 136614 (Sub-No. 2), filed Au¬ 
gust 14. 1975. Applicant: DIVERSIFIED 
TRANSPORTATION LTD.. 2422 9th 
Avenue SE., Calgary. Alberta. Canada T 
260V7. Applicant's representative: Jacob 
P. Billlg. 1120 16th St. NW, Washington. 
DC. 20030. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Passengers and their baggage, in the 
same vehicle with passengers, in charter 
operations, between ports of entry on' the 
International Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada, located In 
Washington. Montana. North Dakota. 
Minnesota. Wisconsin. Michigan. New 
York, and Maine, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Alabama, Arkan¬ 
sas, Connecticut, Delaware. Florida. 
Georgia, Illinois, Iowa, Indiana. Kansas. 
Kentucky. Louisiana. Maine, Maryland. 
Massachusetts Michigan, Minnesota. 
Mississippi, Missouri. Nebraska, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New Mexico. 
New York, North Carolina, North Dakota. 
Ohio. Oklahoma. Pennsylvania. Rhode 
Island. South Carolina, Tennessee, 
Texas. Vermont, Virginia, Wisconsin, 
and tiie District of Columbia, restricted 
to the conduct of charter operations 
originating and terminating within the 
Province of Alberta. 

Notx— If a hearing U deemed necemutry, 
tbA ippllCAnt requests It be* held At Great 
Palls, Mont., or Salt Lake City, Utah. 

Broke* Applications 

No. MC 130335, filed August 11, 1975. 
Applicant: BARRINOTON TRAVEL 
GROUP ASSOCIATION. 610 White 
Horse Pike. Oaklyn, N J. 08107. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Doris Valieley 
<same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to engage In operation. In inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce, as a broker 
at Oaklyn, N.J., to sell or offer to sell 
the transportation of passengers as In¬ 
dividuals and in groups, and their bag- 
oage In the same vehicle with passengers. 
In special and charter operations, by 
motor common carrier, from points In 
Camden. N.J., to points In the United 
States, including Alaska and Hawaii. 

Not*.— if a hearing is deemed necessary, 
£• Applicant requests it be held at either 
PL.uftdclphla, Pa., or Newark. N.J. 

No. MC 130302 (Amendment) filed 
February 24, 1975, published In the FR 
hsue of May 29. 1975. republished as 
amended this Issue. Applicant: EAST¬ 
ERN SKI TOURS. INC., 1700 Walnut 
Street. Philadelphia. Pa. 19103. Appli¬ 
es representa^ M. Mark Mendel. 

Street. Philadelphia, Pa. 
ini 03 ;. Authorlty TOU «ht to engage In 
operation, in Interstate or foreign com- 
merce, as a broker, at Philadelphia, 

5eU , or ofTer to u trans¬ 
portation of passengers as individuals 
and to groups, in special and char- 
packa #* seasonal op- 
Ann» between November 1 and 
b^lnmna by motor carrier. 

cn ^ ing at ln A1 - 
y ’ Allegany. Bronx, Broome, Cat¬ 


taraugus, Cayuga, Chautauqua, Che¬ 
mung. Chenango. Clinton, Columbia. 
Cortland, Delaware, Dutchess, Erie. Es¬ 
sex. Franklin, Fulton. Genesee, Greene, 
Hamilton. Herkimer, Jefferson, Kings. 
Lewis, Livingston, Madison, Monroe. 
Montgomery, Nassau, New York. Niagara, 
Oneida, Onondaga, Ontario, Orange, 
Orleans, Oswego. Putnam, Queens, 
Rensselaer. Richmond. Rockland. St. 
Lawrence, Saratoga. Schenectady. 
Schoharie, Schuyler, Seneca, Steuben. 
Suffolk, Sullivan, Tioga, Tompkins, 
Ulster, Warren, Washington, Wayne, 
Westchester, Wyoming, and Yates 
Counties. N.Y., and points ln New Jer¬ 
sey, Pennsylvania and Delaware, and Ac¬ 
comack. Albermarlc, Alleghany. Amelia. 
Amherst. Appomattox. Arlington. Au¬ 
gusta. Bath, Bedford. Bland. Botetourt, 
Brunswick. Buchanan, Buckingham, 
Campbell. Caroline, Carroll, Charles 
City. Charlotte, Chesterfield, Clarke. 
Craig. Culpeper. Cumberland. Dicken¬ 
son. Dinwiddle, Essex. Fairfax. Fauquier, 
Floyd, Fluvanna. Franklin, Frederick, 
Giles, Gloucester. Goochland, Grayson. 
Greene. Greensville, Halifax, Hanover, 
Henrico. Henry. Highland, Isle of Wight, 
James City, King and Queen. King 
Oeorge, King William. Lancaster. Lee, 
Loudoun. Louisa. Lunenburg. Madison. 
Matthews, Mecklenburg, Middlesex, 
Montgomery. Nelson. New Kent, 
Northampton. Northumberland. Notto¬ 
way. Orange. Page. Patrick. Pittsylvania. 
Powhatan, Prince Edward, Prince 
George. Prince William, Pulaski. Rap¬ 
pahannock, Richmond. Roanoke. Rock¬ 
bridge. Rockingham, Russell, Scott. 
Shenandoah, Smyth. Southampton, 
Spotsylvania. Stafford, Surry, Sussex, 
Tazewell. Warren, Washington, West¬ 
moreland. Wise, Wythe and York Coun¬ 
ties. Va.. and the District of Columbia 
and extending to winter ski facilities 
located at points in Pennsylvania, New 
York. New Jersey, Vermont, Maryland, 
and portions of Virginia as named above. 

Not*.—T he purpose of this rcpubllcatlon 
In to amend the requested authority ln this 
proceeding and to Include Maryland ln the 
territorial description, which was previously 
omitted. If a hearing U deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at either Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., New York. N.Y., or Camden. 
NJ. 

By the Commission. 

fsxALl Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 75-24754 Filed 0-17-75;8:45 am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON 
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

Elimination of Gateway Letter Notices 
September 15, 1975. 

The following letter-notices of pro¬ 
posals to eliminate gateways for the pur¬ 
pose of reducing highway congestion, 
alleviating air and noise pollution, mini¬ 
mizing safety hazards, and conserving 
fuel have been filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission under the Com¬ 
mission's Gateway Elimination Rules (49 
CFR Part 1005), and notice thereof to 
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all Interested persons is hereby given as 
provided in such rules. 

An original and two copies of protests 
against the proposed elimination of any 
gateway herein described may be filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion on or before September 29. 1975. A 
copy must also be served upon applicant 
or Its representative. Protests against the 
elimination of a gateway will not operate 
to stay commencement of the proposed 
operation. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under these rules will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
ln Identification. Protests, if any. must 
refer to such letter-notices by number. 

No. MC 41406 (Sub E14>, filed May 15, 
1974. Applicant: ARTIM TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION SYSTEM. INC., P.O. Box 2176. 
Hammond. Indiana 46323. Applicant's 
representative: WUliam J. Walsh (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier . by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Iron 
and steel articles os are Building and 
construction materials (a) from points in 
Lake and Cook Counties. Illinois, which 
are on and south and east of a line com¬ 
mencing at Lake Michigan at Waukegan. 
Illinois, extending west along Illinois 
Highway 120 to its Junction with U.8. 
Highway 45. thence south along U.S. 
Highway 83 to Des Plaines, I1L, thence 
south along Illinois Highway 83 to the 
DuPage-Cook County line, thence east 
and south along the DuPage-Cook 
County line to Illinois Highway 171, 
thence west along Illinois Highway 171 
to the Will-Cook County line, to points 
in Iowa except those in Clinton, Cedar, 
Jackson. Jones. Linn, Dubuque. Dela¬ 
ware. Buchanan, Blackhawk, Clayton. 
Fayette. Bremer. Butler. Franklin, 
Chickasaw. Floyd, Cerro Gordo. Han¬ 
cock, Allamakee, Winneshiek, Howard. 
Mitchell. Worth, Winnebago, Kossuth, 
Emmett. Lyon. Osceola, Clay. O'Brien, 
Dickenson. Palo, Alto, Humboldt, Wright, 
Hardin, Grundy. Tama. Benton Coun¬ 
ties and points in Scott County north 
of Interstate Highway 80. (b) From 
points in DuPage County. Illinois, to 
points in Iowa except those in Allamakee. 
Winneshiek. Howard, Mitchell. Worth, 
Cerro Gordo, Floys, Chickasaw. Fay¬ 
ette. Clayton. Bremer. Butler, Delaware, 
Dubuque. Jackson, Jones, Linn, Benton. 
Tama. Emmet, Kossuth, Winnebago. 
Hancock. Palo, Alto. Wright. Cedar, and 
Dickenson Counties and points ln Scott 
County north of Interstate Highway 80. 

<C) From points ln Kane and Kendall 
Counties, HI., to points in Iowa except 
those in Scott, Butler, Mitchell, Cerro 
Gordo. Worth. Winnebago. Hancock, 
Franklin. Grundy, and Benton, Clinton. 
Cedar, Jackson. Jones. Linn, Dubuque, 
Delaware. Buchanan, Blackhawk, Clay¬ 
ton. Fayette. Allamakee. Winneshiek. 
Howard. Chickasaw. Floyd, and Bremer 
Counties. <d) From those points ln La¬ 
Salle County. HI., on and north of a line 
beginning at the Putnam-LaSalle Coun¬ 
ty line extending east along Illinois 
Highway 18 to Its Junction with the 
LaSalle-Livingston County line, then 
east along the Livingston County line to 
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the LoSalle-Grundy line, and point* in 
Grundy County. HI., to points in that 
part of Iowa on and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Minnesota-Iowa State line at 
or near Gordonsville. Minn., and extend¬ 
ing south and east along Bhellrock River, 
to its confluence with Cedar River at 
Waterloo. Iown. thence south and east 
along Cedar River to Cedar Rapids, then 
south along U.8. Highway 218 to its junc¬ 
tion with U.8. Highway 34 and then east 
along U.S. Highway 34 to the Iowa- 
Hlinols State line. (©) Prom points in 
Kankakee County. Hi., to points in Iowa. 

(f) Prom those points in Will County. 
Illinois, on and south of Interstate High¬ 
way 80. to those points in Iowa (except 
those in Allamakee, Clayton. Payette. 
Buchanan, Delaware. Dubuque. Linn. 
Jones, Jackson. Cedar, Clinton, Winne¬ 
shiek. Benton, and Scott Counties. Iowa. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of the plant site of Jones 
& Laughlin 8teel Corporation, located 
in Putnam County. Illinois. 

No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. E67>, filed 
May 15. 1074. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave.. 
Chicago. HL 60617. Applicant s represent¬ 
ative: Prank Peterlin (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Flour . in bulk, from 
Davenport and Des Moines. Iowa, to 
points in Pennsylvania and West Vir¬ 
ginia. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of points in Illi¬ 
nois on and north of U.S. Highway 136 
and points in Ohio. 

No. MC 67450 <Sub-No. E68>. filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave . 
Chicago, Ill. 60617. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Prank Peterlin (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Flour , in 
bulk, from Davenport and Des Moines. 
Iowa, to points in North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Georgia. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of points in Illinois on and north of U.S. 
Highway 136 and points in Ohio. 

No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. E69), filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave.. 
Chicago. HI. 60617. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Prank Peterlin (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Flour. In bulk, 
from Davenport and Des Moines. Iowa, 
to points in Virginia. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of points in Illinois on and north of U JQ. 
Highway 136 and points in Ohio. 

No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. E 70>, filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAGE COMPANY, 9651 Ewing Ave.. 
Chicago. Ill. 60617. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Prank Peterlin (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Flour, in bulk, 
in tank-type vehicles, from points In 
Oklahoma to points in Hiinois on and 


north of U.8. Highway 460, and on east 
and south of Hiinois Highway 2, points 
in Indiana. Ohio, and the Lower Penin¬ 
sula of Michigan. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of St, 
Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. F71), filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave„ 
Chicago, HI. 60617. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Prank Peterlin (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Flour, in bulk, 
in tank-type vehicles, from points in 
Kansas to points in Illinois on, south, 
and east of UJ3. Highway C6 and on and 
north of Interstate Highway 64, and 
points in Indiana. Ohio, and the Lower 
Peninsula of Michigan. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 67450 Sub-No. E 73>, fi led 
•May 15. 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAGE COMPANY, 9651 Ewing Ave.. 
Chicago. IU. 60617. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Frank Peterlin (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Flour , in bulk, 
in tank-type vehicles, from points in 
Oklahoma to points in Pennsylvania and 
West Virginia. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways of 8t. Louis. 
Mo., and points in Ohio. 

No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. E73>. fi led 
May 15. 1974. Applicant. PETERLIN 
CARTAGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave., 
Chicago, Ill. 60617. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Frank Peterlin (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Flour , in 
bulk, in tank -type vehicles, from points 
in Kansas to points In Pennsylvania and 
West Virginia. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways of 8t. Louis, 
Mo., and points in Ohio. 

No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. E74), f iled 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave.. 
Chicago, HI. 60617. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Prank Peterlin (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Flour , in 
bulk, from Davenport and Des Moines. 
Iowa, to points in Illinois south of U.S. 
Highway 136. The purpose of this filing 
Is to eliminate the gateway of points in 
Illinois on and north of UB. Highway 
136. 


No. MC 67450 < Sub- No. E 75) filed May 
15. 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN CART¬ 
AGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave., Chi¬ 
cago. HI. 60617. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Prank Peterlin (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Flour, in bulk, from 
Davenport and Des Moines. Iowa, to 
points in Wisconsin north of U.S. High¬ 
way 16. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of points in Wis¬ 
consin on and south of UB. Highway 16. 


No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. E76). filed May 
15, 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN CART¬ 
AGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave.. Chi¬ 
cago, I1L 60617. Applicant's represent 
ttvc: Prank Peterlin (same as above . 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Flour . in 
bulk, from points in Missouri, to points 
In Indiana, Ohio, and the Lower Penin¬ 
sula of Michigan. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway ot 
points in Illinois. 

No. MC 67450 < Sub-No. E77), fi led 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave. 
Chicago. HI. 60617. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Frank Peterlin (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Flour, in 
bulk, from points in Missouri (except 
points east of UB. Highway 67 > , to points 
in Virginia on and cast of UB. High¬ 
way 220. The purpose of this filing 1$ to 
eliminate the gateways of points tn Illi¬ 
nois and points in Ohio. 

No. MC 67450 <Sub-No. E78 . filed 
May 15, 1974, Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAGE COMPANY, 9651 Ewing Art.. 
Chicago. HI. 60617. Applicants repre¬ 
sentative: Frank Peterlin (same u 
above). Authority sought to operate- as a 
common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Flour. In 
bulk, between points in Oklahoma, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Minnesota. The purpose of this Min* 
is to eliminate the gateway of points tn 
Missouri 

No. MC 67450 (Sub. No. E79», f iled 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave, 
Chicago. HI. 60617. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Prank Peterlin (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate ns a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Flour, tn 
bulk, between points in Kansas on, east, 
and south of a line beginning at the Kan¬ 
sas-Nebraska State line extending alun* 
U.8. Highway 75 to Junction Interstate 
Highway 35, thence along Interstate 
Highway 35 to junction U.8. Highway 56. 
thence along UB. Highway 50 to the 
Kansos-Oolorado State line, on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in Min¬ 
nesota. The purpose of this filim; la 10 
eliminate the gateway of points in Mis¬ 
souri. 

No. MC 67450 <Sub. No. E80’. 

May 15, 1074. Applicant: PETEK UN 
CARTAOE COMPANY. 0651 Mug Aw. 
Chicago. HI. 60617. Applicant - repre¬ 
sentative: Prank Peterlin (same « 
above). Authority sought to operate i»» » 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Flour, t 
bulk. Irom points In Illinois 'cxcet 
points north and west ol U.S Htghv 
66). to points tn Oklahoma. The pun««e 
of this filing Is V> eliminate the gatr«R> 
of Chester, m. 

No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. E82 1 . 

May 15. 1074. Applicant: PETERU. 
CARTAGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ate • 
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Chicago, HI. 60617. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Prank Peterlln (same as 
fthove). Authority sought to operate os a 
common currier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Flour, in 
bulk, from points In Ohio to points in 
Oklahoma. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Chester. HI. 

No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. E83>. filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAOE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave.. 
Chicago, HI. 60617. Applicant's repre- 
lentatlve: Frank Peterlln (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Flour, In 
bulk, from points In the Lower Peninsula 
of Michigan to points In Oklahoma The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Chester. HI. 

No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. E84). filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAOE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave . 
Chicago, HI. 60617. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Prank Peterlln (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common earlier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Flour, in 
bulk, from points in Pennsylvania and 
West Virginia, to points In Missouri on. 
vest, and south of a line beginning at the 
Mlssouri-Arkansas State line extending 
along U.S. Highway 63 to Junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 70. thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 70 to junction UB. High¬ 
way 65. thence along U.S. Highway 65 to 
junction U6. Highway 36. thence along 
U S. Highway 36 to the Missouri-Kansas 
State line, and to points in Oklahoma. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of points In Ohio and Ches¬ 
ter. Ill. 

No. MC 67450 < Sub-No. E85), filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAOE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave.. 
Chicago, HL 60617. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Frank Peterlln (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Flour, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Pennsylvania and West Virginia, to 
points In Wisconsin. The purpose of this 
filing Is to eliminate the gateways of 
Points in Ohio and Ft Wayne, Ind. 

No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. E86>, filed 
1974, Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave., 
Chicago. HI. 60617. Applicant's repre- 
Mnative: Frank Pcterlin (same as 
aoove). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
2*15 routes, transporting: Flour , in 
oulk from points in Oklahoma and Kan- 
~ 'It!?** 111 Wisconsin. The purpose 

; Ul % fl hng Is to eliminate the gateway 
o* Points in Missouri. 


tank vehicles, from points in Virginia, 
to points in Wisconsin. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of points in Ohio and Ft. Wayne. Ind. 

No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. ESS), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAOE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave.. 
Chicago. HI. 60617. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Frank Peterlln (same as above>. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Flour, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from points in Ohio, to 
jwints in Wisconsin. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Ft. 
Wayne, Ind. 

No. MC 67450 <Sub-No. E89>. filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: PETERIJN 
CARTAGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave., 
Chicago. HI. 60617. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Frank Peterlln (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier . by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Flour, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from points in Illinois 
on, east and south of a line beginning 
at the HUnois-Missouri State line ex¬ 
tending along U.8. Highway 40 to Effing¬ 
ham. thence along Interstate Highway 
57 to junction Interstate Highway 74. 
thence along Interstate Highway 74 to 
Junction Illinois Highway 47. thence 
along Illinois Highway 47 to junction 
Interstate Highway 55. thence along 
Interstate Highway 55 to Chicago, to 
points in Wisconsin on, east and north 
of a line beginning at the Illinois-Wis¬ 
consin State line extending along U.S. 
Highway 12 to Junction Interstate High¬ 
way 94. thence along Interstate Highway 
94 to Eau Claire, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 53 to the Hlinols-Minnesota State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateways of Chicago. Hi., and 
points in Wisconsin (except those lying 
east and north of a line beginning at the 
Michigan-Wisconsin State line extending 
along U 8. Highway 41 to Junction Wis¬ 
consin Highway 60. thence along Wiscon¬ 
sin Highway 60 to Grafton, thence east 
from Grafton to Lake Michigan, exclud¬ 
ing points on the aforesaid highways). 

No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. E90). filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave . 
Chicago. HL 60617. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Frank Peterlln (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Flour, in 
bulk, from points In Missouri to points 
in Pennsylvania and West Virginia. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points In Hllnols and points 
in Ohio. 


No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. E87>„ filed 
1 15. 1974, Applicant: PETERLIN 

CARTAOE COMPANY, 9651 Ewing Ave.. 

. ca8o » 60617. Applicant's represent- 
* Prank Peterlln (same as above 

•uthorlty sought to operate as a common 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routcs ’ Unsporting: Ftour , in bulk, in 


No. MC 67450 (Sub-No. EDI), filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAGE COMPANY. 9651 Ewing Ave.. 
Chicago, Hi. 60617. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Frank Pcterlin (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Flour, in 
bulk, from Ligouler, Ind.. to points in 
North Carolina and South Carolina. The 
purpose of this filing Is to eliminate the 
gateway of points In Ohio. 


No. MC 63439 (Sub E98). filed June 3. 
1975. Applicant: C L H TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976. Dallas. 
Tex. 75222. Applicant's representative: 
Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. Sixteenth St.. 
P.O Box 1945, Austin. Tex. 78767. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel arti¬ 
cles. as described In Appendix V to the 
report of the Commission in Ex Parte 
No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 209. from points in 
Pennington. Custer, Fall River. Shannon 
and Washington Counties, S. Dakota to 
points In Alabama, Florida. Georgia, 
Mississippi. New Mexico. Oklahoma. 
South Carolina, nnd Texas. The purpose 
of this filing Is to eliminate the gateway 
of the facilities of the CF & I Steel Corp., 
at Pueblo. Colorado. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E73), filed 
May 29. 1975. Applicant: C L H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 N. Six¬ 
teenth St.. P.O. Box 1945, Austin. Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix 
V to the report of the Commission In Ex 
Parte No. 45 Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates . 61 M.C.C. 209, <1) be¬ 
tween points in Oregon, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Montana on 
and east of a line extending north and 
south through Dupuyer and Butte, Mont. 
North Dakota, and 8outh Dakota: (2> 
between points in Washington, on the 
one hand, and. on the other, points In 
Montana on and east of a line extending 
north and south through Dupuyer and 
Butte. Mont.. North Dakota. South 
Dakota, and Wyoming; and (3) between 
points in Idaho, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in North Dakota. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Montana on and 
w’est of a Unc extending north and south 
through Dupuyer and Butte. Mont. 


No. MC 83539 < Sub-No. E74), filed 
May 29. 1975. Applicant: C & H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 5976 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant s represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St., P.O. Box 1945. Austin. Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
inegular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described In Appendix 
V to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Utah (except those points in 
Rich, Summit, Wasatch, Duchesne, Dag¬ 
gett. and Uintah Counties), to points in 
Kansas (except those points on and west 
of U.8. Hlehway 283 >. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of the facilities of the CFltl Steel Corp, 
at Pueblo, Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E75», filed 
May 29. 1975. Applicant: C It H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO . INC . P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant s represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St. P.O. Box 1945. Austin. TtX. 
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78767. Authority sought to operate &6 a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described In Appendix 
V to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car- 
rier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Oregon to points in Missouri, 
restricted against traffic originating in 
Umatilla. Union. Wallowa, Baker. Grant, 
Malheur, and Harney Counties. Oreg., 
and destined to points in Missouri in and 
north of Buchanan. Clinton, Caldwell. 
Livingston, Linn. Macon, Shelby, and 
Marlon Counties. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of the 
facilities of CF*I Steel Corp., at Pueblo. 
Colo., and points in that part of Mon¬ 
tana on and west of a line extending 
north and south through Dupuyer and 
Butte. 


78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier. by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles. as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Utah (except Rich. Summit, 
Wasatch. Duchesne. Daggett, and Uin¬ 
tah >, to points In Alabama, Florida. 
Georgia. Illinois, Indiana. Iowa. Ken¬ 
tucky. Louisiana. Michigan. Mississippi, 
North Carolina. Oklahoma, South Caro¬ 
lina. Tennessee, and Virginia. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the facilities of the CF4T 
Steel Corp. at Pueblo. Colo. 


The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of points in Montana 03 
and west of a line extending north and 
south through Dupuyer and Butte, Mont. 
and the facilities of CF&I Steel Corp. a; 
Pueblo, Colo. 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E76>. filed 
May 29. 1975. Applicant: C & H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P O. Box 5976. 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant’s represent^ 
alive: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St., P.O. Box 1945. Austin, Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates . 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Utah (except those points in 
Rich, Summit, Wasatch, Duchesne. Dag¬ 
gett. and Uintah Counties), to points in 
Wisconsin in and west of Mayfield, Saw¬ 
yer, Rusk. Chippewa, Eau Claire, Jack- 
son, Monroe. Vernon. Richland. Iowa, 
and Lafayette Counties. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of the facilities of CF&I Steel Corp. at 
Pueblo, Colo. 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E80>. filed May 
29. 1975. Applicant: C & H TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 5976, Dal¬ 
las. Tex. 75222. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St.. P.O. Box 1945, Austin, Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles , as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates. 61 M.C C. 209. from 
points in Utah (except those points in 
Rich, Summit, Wasatch, Duchesne, Dag¬ 
gett. and Uintah), to points in Missouri 
south of Interstate Highway 70. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the facilities of CF&I Steel 
Corp. at Pueblo, Colo, 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E84», filed 
May 29. 1975. Applicant: C L H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 5978, 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicants repre¬ 
sentative: Robert N. Maxwell, sou w. 
Sixteenth St.. P.O. Box 1945, Austin, Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier . by motor .vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles , as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission In Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 209. fro® 
points in Washington to points in Illi¬ 
nois south of U.S. Highway 36. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Montana on and 
west of a line extending north and south 
through Dupuyer and Butte, Mont, and 
the facilities of CF&I Steel Corp., at 
Pueblo. Colo. 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E77>. filed 
Mav 29. 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St.. P.O. Box 1945, Austin, Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45, Descriptions in Afofor Car¬ 
rier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Utah (except points in Rich. 
Summit, Wasatch. Duchesne, Daggett, 
and Uintah Counties). to points in Texas 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Texas-Oklahoma State line and extend¬ 
ing along U.8. Highway 87 to Junction 
U S. Highway 281, thence along U S. 
Highway 281 to junction U.8. Highway 
59. thence along U S. Highway 59 to Junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 37, thence along 
Interstate Highway 37 to the Gulf of 
Mexico. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of the facilities of 
CF&I Steel Corp. at Pueblo. Colo. 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E81>, filed 
May 29. 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St.. P.O. Box 1945, Austin, Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier. by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles , as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45, Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 209, from 
points in Uath (except those points with¬ 
in Rich, Summit, Wasatch. Duchesne. 
Daggett, and Uintah Counties), to points 
in Arkansas (except those points north 
and west of Crawford, Franklin, Johnson. 
Pope, Newton, and Boone Counties). The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the facilities of CF4.T Steel 
Corp. at Pueblo, Colo. 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E85>, filed 
May 29, 1975. Applicant: C A H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 5974 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. 
Sixteenth St., P.O. Box 1945, Austin, Tn. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, ove 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles . as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points In Washington on and north of 
Interstate Highway 95 and Jel!er«m 
Kitsap, and Clallam Counties to point! 
in Indiana south of Interstate Highwn? 
70. Hie purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateways of points in Montana 
on and west of a line extending norta 
and south through Dupuyer and Butte, 
and the facilities of CF&I Steel Corp at 
Ptieblo, Colo. 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E78 >. filed May 
29. 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976. Dal¬ 
las. Tex. 75222. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St., P.O. Box 1945. Austin. Tex. 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E83>, filed 
May 29. 1975. Applicant: CltH TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St.. P.O. Box 1945. Austin, Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles , as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45, Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, from 
points in Washington to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kan¬ 
sas, Kentucky. Louisiana. Mississippi, 
Missouri. North Carolina, Oklahoma, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, and Virginia. 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E86-. Wei 
May 29. 1975. Applicant: CtH TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO . INC.. P.O. Box 5975. 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant s represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St. P.O. Box 1945. Austin, m 
78767, Authority sought to opera’e asi 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron ona 
steel articles, as described In Append* v 
to the report of the Commission a u 
Parte No. 45. DescripNon* in Motor Car- 
tier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209 Iron 
points In Colorado west of Inters.** 
Highway 25 to points in Arkansas T» 
purpose of this Alins Is to eliminate t.i. 
gateway of the facilities of CFil 
Corp. at Pueblo. Colo. 

No. MC 83539 <6ub-No. E89<. 

May 29.1975. Applicant: C tt H 
PORTATION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 59TA 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant s repre*®' 
atlve: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. a* 
teenth St.. P.O. Box 1945. Austin Tex 
78787. Authority sought to operate w 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, o 
irregular routes, transporting: iron 
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>:cel article, as described In Appendix V 
to the rejjort of the Commission in Ex 
P.vrte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Cor¬ 
ner Certificates, 01 M.C.C. 209. between 
points In California, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in Montana 
•points in Utah, or Oregon, or Montana 
on and west ol a line extending north and 
south through Dupuyer and Butte. 

North Dakota. South Dakota. 
Wyoming, and Colorado (point* in 
Lfrah'J. The purpose of this filing Is to 
eliminate the gateways Indicated by the 
tetciWni above. 


No. MC 83539 'Sub-No. EDO), filed 
June 3. 1973. Applicant: C & H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976. 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. 
Sixteenth St.. P.O. Box 1945, Austin. Tex.. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix 
V to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45, Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 289. from 
points in Idaho to points In Missouri 
south of Interstate Highway 70. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Montana west of a 
line extending north and south through 
Dupuyer and Butte, and the facilities of 
did Steel Corp., at Pueblo. Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub S93). filed June 3. 
1975 Applicant; C St H TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO , INC.. P.O. Box 5976. Dallas, 
Texas 75222. Applicant's representative: 
Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Sixteenth St.. 
P O Box 78767. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Iron and steel articles. as described 
to Appendix V to the report of the Com¬ 
mission in Ex Parte No. 45. Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209, from points in Idaho to 
points in Alabama, Arkansas. Florida, 
Georgia. Kentucky. Louisiana. Missis¬ 
sippi, North Carolina. South Carolina. 

1 1 r.ncssee, and Virginia. The purpose of 
tills filing Is to eliminate the gateways of 
points In Montana west of a line running 
north and south through Dupuyer and 
Butte, and the faculties of CP k I Steel 
Corp., at Pueblo. Colorado. 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E94). filed June 
3. 1975 Applicant: C k H TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 5970, Dal¬ 
las. Tex. 75222. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six- 
Austin, Tex., 
Authority sought to operate as a 
cowmon carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
insular routes, transporting: Iron and 
JwW articles, as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
ai No. 45, Descriptions in Motor Car- 
CcTLi fl<ntes, 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
PotoU in Montana, west of Clacier. Pon- 
oera, leton, Louis and Clark, Broad- 
G*Uattn Counties to points 
wuth of a line beginning at the Okla- 
state ™d extending 
54 to Junction Kan- 
61. thence along Kansas 
JUChway 61 to junction U.S. Highway 50, 


thence along UJS. Highway 50 to junction 
Interstate Highway 35. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway's of 
points in Montana on and west of a line 
running north and south through Du¬ 
puyer and Butte, and the facilities of 
CFItl Steel Corp. at Pueblo, Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub No. E97>. filed 
June 3, 1975. Applicant: C k M TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 5976. 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six- 
tenth St.. P.O. Box 1943, Auhtin, Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor veil Ido. over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix V 
to the rcix>rt of the Commission in Ex 
Pane No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Idaho to points In Indhu«a south 
of Interstate Highway 70. The purpose of 
UiU filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points in Montana west of a line extend¬ 
ing north and south through Dupuyer 
nud Butte, and the facilities of CF k l 
Steel Corp.. at Pueblo, Cotorado. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub E100>, filed June 3. 
1975. AppUcant: C & H TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO., INC.. P.O. Box 5976. Dallas. 
Tex. 75222. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert N. Maxwell, 500 \V. Sixteenth St... 
P.O. Box 1945. Austin, Tex. 78767. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel 
articles , as described In Appendix V to 
the report of the Commission in Ex Parte 
No. 45, Descriptions in Slot or Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209. from points 
in North Dakota to points in Texas (ex¬ 
cept points in and east of the counties 
of Hansford. Hutchinson, Carson. Arm¬ 
strong. Briscoe, Floyd. Crosby, Garza. 
Scurry. Mitchell. Sterling Irion. 
Schleicher, Sutton, Edwards. Kinney. 
Maverick. Webb. Zapata. Starr. Hidalgo 
and Cameron). The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of the facil¬ 
ities of CF * I Steel Corp. at Pueblo. 
Colorado. 

No. MC 83539 < Sub E101 >. filed June 3. 
1975. Applicant: C k H TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976. Dallas. 
Tex. 75222. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert N, Maxwell. 500 W. Sixteenth St., 
P.O. Box 1945. Austin, Tex. 78767. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel 
articles, as described In Appendix V to 
the report of Die Commission in Ex Parte 
No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates . 61 M.C.C. 209, (I) from 
points In Polk. Yamhill, Tilliimook. 
Was! ling ton. Multnomah. Columbia and 
Clatsop Counties, Oregon to points In 
Kansas on and west of a line beginning 
at the Oklahoma-Kansas State line and 
extending along US, Highway 54 to 
Junction U.S. Highway 283 to Junction 
U.8. Highway 156 to Junction Interstate 
Highway 70 to junction UJS. Highway 81 
to the Nebraska-Kansas State line; and 
(2) from points in Oregon on and west 
of U.S. Highway 97 to points In Kansas 
on and east of U B, Highway 75. The 


purpose of this filfng Is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Montana west of 
a line extending north and south through 
Dupuyer and Butte, and the facilities of 
CP k I Steel Corp. at Pueblo. Colorado. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E102>, filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant; C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas, Texas 75232. Applicant’s nepre- 
t dilative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W, 
Sixteenth St.. P.O. Box 1045, Austin. Tex. 
78767. Authority sought ter operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, trams porting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described In Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission In Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates. Cl M.C.C. 209. from 
paints in Montana, except those points 
In and cast of the counties of Olader. 
Pondera. Teton. Lewi* and Clark, Broad¬ 
water and Gallatin, to points in Indiana, 
north of Intexrinte Highway 70. The 
purpose of this filing Is to eliminate the 
gateway of the facilities of the CF & I 
Steel Corp.. at Pueblo, Colorado. 

No. MC 83539 'Sub-No. E103). filed 
June 3, 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 5976. 
Dallas, Texas 75222. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative; Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. 
Sixteenth St., P.O. Box 1945. Austin, Tex¬ 
as 78767. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission In Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Oregon to points in Louisiana. 
Mississippi and Tennessee. The purpose 
of this filing Is to eliminate the gateways 
of points in Montana west of n line ex¬ 
tending north and south through Du¬ 
puyer and Butte, and the facilities of CF 
k I Steel Corp., at Pueblo, Colorado. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub. E104 >. filed June 3. 
1975. Applicant: C k H TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976, Dallas. 
Texas 75222. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert N. Maxwell 500 W. Sixteenth St., 
P.O. Box 1945. Austin, Texas 78767. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and Steel 
articles, as described In Appendix V to 
the report of the Commission in Ex Parte 
No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, from points ih 
the State of Montana, except thoea 
points In and east of the counties of 
Glacier. Pondera, Titon, Louis, and 
Clark, Broadwater, Gallupan. to points In 
Missouri South of Interstate Highway 70. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of the facilities of the CF & I 
Steel Corp., at Pueblo. Colorado. 

No MC 83539 (Sub E105), filed June 3. 
1975. Applicant: C k H TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO., INC., P.O. Box 5976. Dallas, 
Texas 75222. Applicant's representative: 
Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Sixteenth St.. 
P.O. Box 1945, Austin. Texas 78767. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel or - 
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tides, as described in Appendix V to the 
report of the Commission in Ex Parte No. 
45 Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209* from points in 
Montana, except those in and east of 
Olacier, Pondera, Titon* Louis and Clark, 
Broadwater and Oallupan Counties, to 
points in Kentucky. The purpose of this 
filing Is to eliminate the gateway of the 
facilities of CF L I Steel Corp.. at Pueblo. 
Colorado. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub E107), filed June 3. 
1975. Applicant: CkH TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO., INC., P.O. Box 5976. Dallas, 
Texas 75222. Applicant's representative: 
Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. Sixteenth St.. 
P.O. Box 1945. Austin, Texas 78767. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel 
articles, as described in Appendix V to 
the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates 61 M.C.C. from points 
In Oregon to points In Alabama. Georgia, 
Florida. South Carolina and North Caro¬ 
lina. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in 
Montana west of a line extending north 
and south through Dupuyer and Butte 
and the facilities of CF & I Steel Corp., 
at Pueblo. Colorado. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub E108>. filed June 3, 
1975. Applicant: C & H TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO., INC.. P.O. Box 5976. Dallas, 
Texas 75222. Applicant's representative: 
Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. Sixteenth St., 
P.O, Box 1945, Austin. Texas 78767. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel 
articles, as described in Appendix V to 
the report of the Commission in Ex Parte 
No 45, Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209. <1> from 
points in California <except those in San 
Bernadino and Riverside and Imperial 
Counties) to points in Arkansas <except 
points in Sebastian County and those 
in and south of Sevier, Howard, Pike. 
Clark, Dallas, Cleveland. Lincoln and 
Desha Counties); and <2) from River¬ 
side and San Bernadino. Calif., to points 
In Arkansas (except points in Sebastian 
County, and those in and south of Sevier, 
Howard. Pike. Clark. Dallas. Cleveland. 
Lincoln, and Desha Counties). The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Utah and the facil¬ 
ities of the CF L I Steel Corp., at Pueblo, 
Colorado. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub E109). filed June 3. 
1975. Applicant: CkH TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO., INC., P.O. Box 5976. Dallas. 
Tex. 75222. Applicants re presc native: 
Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. Sixteenth St.. 
P.O. Box 1945. Austin, Texas 78767. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel 
articles, as described in Appendix V to 
the report of the Commission in Ex Parte 
No. 45, Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209. from points 
In Washington to points in New Mexico 
east of Interstate Highway 25. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 


gateway of points in Montana west of a 
line extending north and south through 
Dupuyer and Butte, and the facilities of 
CF k I Steel Corp., at Pueblo, Colorado. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub E110). filed June 3. 
1975. Applicant: C & H TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976. Dallas. 
Texas 75222. Applicant's representative: 
Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Sixteenth 8t.. 
P.O. Box 1945, Austin. Texas 78767. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel 
articles, as described in appendix V to 
the report of the Commission in Ex Parte 
No. 45. Descriptions In Motor Carrier 
Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209, from points 
in Oregon i except those located In Wal¬ 
lowa. Union. Baker and Malheur Coun¬ 
ties) to points in Indiana. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of points west of a line extending 
through Dupuyer and Butte and the fa¬ 
cilities of CF & I Steel Corp.. at Pueblo, 
Colorado. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E113). filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: C * H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. 
Sixteenth St.. P.O. Box 1945. Austin. 
Tex. 78767. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Iron and steel articles, as described In 
Appendix V to the report of the Com¬ 
mission in Ex Parte No. 45, Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 
209; (1) from points in California (ex¬ 
cept points in San Bernardino, River¬ 
side, and Imperial Counties), to points 
in Oklahoma east of U.8. Highway 177; 
<2) from points in California (except 
points in San Bernardino, Riverside, 
and Imperial Counties), to points in 
Oklahoma, north of Interstate Highway 
way 40 or east of Interstate Highway 
35; and (3> from Riverside and San 
Bernardino, Calif., to points in Okla¬ 
homa north of Interstate Highway 40 or 
east of Interstate Highway 35. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Utah and the fa¬ 
cilities of CF&I Steel Corp.. in Pueblo, 
Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E114). filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: C & H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Robert N. Maxw r ell, 500 W. 
Sixteenth St.. P.O. Box 1945. Austin. 
Tex. 78767. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrricr, by motor vehicle, 
over Irregular routes, transporting: 
Iron and steel articles . as described in 
Appendix V to the report of the Com¬ 
mission in Ex Parte No. 45. Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 
209; (1> from points in California (ex¬ 
cept points in the Counties of San Diego 
and Imperial), to points in Mississippi; 
and (2) from points in California to 
points in Mississippi north of U.S. 
Highway 84. The purpose of this filing 
Is to eliminate the gateways of points 
in Utah and the facilities of the CF&I 
Steel Corp.. at Pueblo, Colo. 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. El 16), filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: C H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant’s represent., 
ativc: Robert N. Marshall. 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St., P.O. Box 1945. Austin. Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car- 
Tier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Washington to points in Arkan¬ 
sas. The purpose of this filing Is to elim¬ 
inate the gateways of points in Mon¬ 
tana west of a line extending north and 
south through Dupuyer and Butte, and 
the facilities of CF&I Steel Corp, at 
Pueblo, Colo. 

No. MC-83539 (Sub-No. El 17), filed 
June 3, 1975. Applicant: C L H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 5000 W. Six¬ 
teenth St.. P.O. Box 1945. Austin. Tex 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, oveT 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Porte No. 45. Descripfions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Larimer. Boulder, Gilpin. Jef¬ 
ferson. Douglas. Teller. El Paso. Pueblo, 
and Denver Counties. Colo, to points m 
Texas. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of the facilities of 
the CF&I Steel Corporation, at Pueblo, 
Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. El 18), filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas. Tex. 75222 Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St.. P.O. Box 1945, Austin. Tex 
78767. Authority sought to operate a* a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix 

V to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45, Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in South Dakota to points in Car- 
son County, Nev. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of the 
facilities of the CFfcl Steel Corporation, 
at Pueblo. Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E119*. filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: CL H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC.. P.O. Box 59(5. 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant's represent- 
atlve: Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. S’**' 
teenth St.. P.O. Box 1945, Austin. Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron ana 
steel articles, as described in Appenoi 

V to the report of the Commission lnhx 
Parte No. 45, Descriptions in Motor car- 
rier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209 tnu 
points in Colorado to points In \ ^ ln 
The purpose of this filing is to riimi^ 
the gateway of the facilities of the t. 
Steel Corporation, in Pueblo, Colo. 

No. MC 83539 <Sub-No. E120K fl;^ 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: C & H TRA- V 


KOE«At UGlSTft. VOl. 40, NO 1 • 2—TMUHSOAT, SE7TEM8E* 18, 1975 






NOTICES 


1312*3 


PORTATTON CO. INC.. P.O. Box 5976. 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth 8t., P.O. Box 1945. Austin. Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
:i regular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission In Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car - 
Her Certificates .• 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points In Wyoming to points in Virginia 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of the facilities of CP k I 
Steel Corporation, at Pueblo. Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E121I, filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W Six- 
500 W. Sixteenth St., Austin. Tex. 78767, 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier. by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, tram porting: Iron and steel arti¬ 
cles, as described in Appendix V to the 
rejx>rt of the Commission in Ex Parte 
No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209. from points in 
North Dakota (except those points hi and 
ea.H of Burke. Mountrail, McLean. Mer¬ 
cer. Morton, Grant, and 8ioux Counties), 
to points in Mississippi south of Inter¬ 
state Highway 20. The purpose of this 
filinK is to eliminate the gateway of the 
CF & i steel Corporation at Pueblo. Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E122). filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: C L H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Robert N. Maxwell. P.O. Box 
1945 500 W. Sixteenth St.rAustin. Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
sled articles, as described in Appendix 
V to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45, Descriptions in Motor Cor¬ 
ner Certificates . 61 M.C.C. 209, from 
points in North Dakota on and east of 
DS. Highway 83 to points in Louisiana 
in and south of Vernon, Rapides. 
Avoyelles, and Polnte Coupee. West Feli¬ 
ciana, East Feliciana, St. Helena, Tangl- 
i'khoa. and Washington Parishes. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
meway 0 f the facilities of CF&I Steel 
Corporation, at Pueblo. Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E123), filed 
3, 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas Tex. 75222. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. 
Sixteenth SL, P.O. Box 1945, Austin. Tex. 
'•■..bi Authority sought to operate as a 
fommon carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irrvRular routes, transporting: Iron and 
iircl articles, as described In Appendix 
of the Commission in Ex 
, rtoNo. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car - 
rter Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Wyoming to points in and south 
J Clay, Ray. Carroll. Chariton, 

Randolph. Monroe, and Ralls Counties, 
Purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of the facilities of the 
C*M Steel Corporation at Pueblo. Cola 


No. MC 83539 < Sub-No. E124», filed 
June 3, 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St.. P.O. Box 1945, Austin. Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier . by motof" vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described In Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates . 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Wyoming to points in Kansas 
east of a line beginning at the Kansas - 
Oklahoma State line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 75 to junction U S. 
Highway 50, thence along UB Highway 
50 to junction Interstate Highway 35, 
thence along Interstate Highway 35 to 
the Kansas-Mlssourl State line. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing Is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of the facilities of the C F k I Steel 
Corp. at Pueblo. Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E125.) filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: C1H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St.. P.O. Box 1945. Austin. Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45, in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points In Laramie County, Wyo. # to 
points in Illinois south of Interstate 
Highway 70. The purpose of tills filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of the facilities 
of Uie C F k 1 Steel Corp.. at Pueblo. Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E129), filed 
June 3, 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 5976. 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St., P.O. Box 1945. Austin. Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates , 61 M.C.C, 209. from 
points in Montana (except those points 
in and east of Valley. Garfield, Rosebud, 
Treasure, and Big Horn Counties), to 
points in North Carolina. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of the facilities of the CF&I Steel Corp. 
at Pueblo, Colo. 


The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of points in Montana west 
of a line extending north and south 
through Dupuycr and Butte and the 
facilities of CF&I Steel Corp. at Pueblo* 
Colo. 

No. MC 83639 (Sub-No. E135), filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: CiH TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC , P O. Box 5976. 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St.. P.O. Box 1945. Austin. Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles . as described In Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45, Descriptions of Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates . 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Colorado on and east of a line 
beginning at the Colorado-Wyoming 
State line and extending along U S. High¬ 
way 13 to Junction UjS. Highway 6. 
thence along U S. Highway 6 to Glen- 
wood Springs, thence along UB. Highway 
24 to junction U.S. Highway 285. thence 
along U.S. Highway 285 to Junction U.8. 
Highway 50. thence along U.S. Highway 
50 to junction U.S. Highway 285. thence 
along U.S. Highway 285 to the Colorado- 
Kansas State line to points in New Mex¬ 
ico on and east of Interstate Highway 25. 
The purpose of this filing Is to eliminate 
the gateway of the facilities of the CF&I 
Steel Corporation at Pueblo, Colo 

No. MC 83539 <Sub-No. E136>. filed 
June 3, 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 5976. 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W 
Sixteenth St.. P.O. Box 1945. Austin, Tex 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles , as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45, Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates . 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points In Montana (except thotie points 
in and east of Glacier, Pondera, Teton, 
Lewis and Clark. Broadwater, and Gal¬ 
latin Counties), to points In Arkansas. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of the facilities of CFLl Steel 
Corporation, at Pueblo, Colo. 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E130), filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth SL. P.O. Box 1945. Austin. Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates. 61 \{.C.C. 209, from 
points in Oregon to points in Oklahoma. 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E137',*fl)ed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O Box 5976, 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. 
Sixteenth St. P.O. Box 1945, Austin, Tex 
78767. Authority sought to operate os a 
common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45, Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Montana (except points in and 
east of Glacier. Pondera. Teton. Lewis 
and Clark, Broadwater, and Gallatin 
Counties), to points In Tennessee. The 
purpose of this filing Is to eliminate the 
gateway of the facilities of the CF&I 
Steel Corporation, at Pueblo. Colo. 


FEDERAL REGISTER. VOL 40, NO. 162—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 1975 





13124 


NOTICES 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E138>, filed 
June 3, 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. 
Sixteenth St. N.W. P.O. Box 1945. Aus¬ 
tin, Tex. 78767. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Iron and steel articles . as described in 
Appendix V to the report of the Com¬ 
mission in Ex Parte No. 45, Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 
209* from points In Montana to points In 
New Mexico cast of Interstate Highway 
25. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of CF&I Steel Corpo¬ 
ration. at Pueblo. Colo. 

No. MC 83539 <Sub-No. E140). filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: C A H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976. 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St.. P.O. Box 1945. Austin, Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles . as described In Appendix 
V to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45, Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates . 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Oregon to points in Texas on 
and cast of a line beginning at the Texas- 
New Mexico State line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 87 to junction U S. 
Highway 385. thenco-,along U.S. High¬ 
way 385 to junction U.8. Highway 67. 
thence along U.S. Highway 67 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 163, thence along U.S. 
Highway 163 to Junction U.S. Highway 
90. thence along U.8. Highway 90 to the 
United Statcs-Mexico International 
Boundary Une. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateways of points 
in Montana west of a line extending 
north and south through Dupuycr and 
Butte and the facilities of the CTkl 
Steel Corporation, at Pueblo, Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E143>. filed 
June 3, 1975. Applicant: C & H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976, 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St., P.O. Box 1945, Austin. Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles , as described in Appendix 

V to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45. Description in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates . 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in North Dakota to points in New 
Mexico west of Interstate Highway 25. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of the facilities of CF&I 
Steel Corp., at Pueblo, Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E146>. filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 5976. 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. 
Sixteenth St., P.O. Box 1945, Austin. Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes* transporting: Iron and 
steel articles , os described In Appendix 

V to the report of the Commission in Ex 


Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209. Trom 
points in Wyoming to points in Indiana 
south of Interstate Highway 70. The 
purpose of tills filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the facilities of the CP&I 
Steel Corp., at Pueblo, Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E147>. filed 
June 3, 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976. 
Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Robert N. Maxwell, 500 W. 
Sixteenth St., P.O. Box 1945, Austin, Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles , as described In Appendix 

V to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in Wyoming to points in Missouri 
south of Interstate Highway 70. The pur¬ 
pose of tills filling Is to eliminate the 
gateway of the facilities of the CFkl 
Steel Corporation, at Pueblo. Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. E149>. filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: C & H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 5976. 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St.. P.O. Box 1945, Austin, Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix 

V to the report of Uie Commission in 
Ex Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209, from 
points in Pennington. Custer. Pall River. 
Washington, and Shannon Counties, S. 
Dak , to points in Arkansas < except 
points In and north of Scott, Yell, Perry, 
Faulkner, White, Woodruff. St. Francis, 
and Crittenden Counties). The purpose 
of tills filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of the facilities of CF k I Steel Corp.. at 
Pueblo. Colo. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. El50). filed 
June 3. 1975. Applicant: C k H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO . INC.. PO Box 5976, 
Dallas, Tot- 75222. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Robert N. Maxwell. 500 W. Six¬ 
teenth St.. PO Box 1945. Austin, Tex. 
78767. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles, as described in Appendix V 
to the report of the Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 45. Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209. from 
points in South Dakota (except points in 
and east of Corson, Ziebach. Haakon. 
Jackson, Washabaugh, and Bennett 
Counties>* to points In Louisiana. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the facilities of the CF k I 
Steel Corporation at Pueblo, Colo. 

No. MC 99427 (Sub-No. El) (Correc¬ 
tion), filed June 3,1974. published in the 
Federal Register March 17. 1975. Appli¬ 
cant: ARIZONA TANK LINE8. INC., 
P.O- Box 6910, Phoenix. Ariz. 85005. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Sheldon Silver- 
man. Suite 550 Federal Bar Building 
West, 1819 H Street. NW.. Washington. 
D C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier . by motor vehicle, 


over Irregular routes, transporting: <8> 
Sulfuric acid, in bulk, in tank vehicle:, 
from points In Maricopa, Pima. Pinal, 
Gila, Santa Cruz* Greenlee. Graham and 
Cochise Counties. Ariz.. to points in Cali¬ 
fornia. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Ajo, Douglas, 
Hayden and Morcnci, Ariz. The purpose 
of this correction is to reflect ($> above 
which was inadvertently omitted from 
previous publication. 

No. MC 99427 (Sub-No. E2> filed 
June 3. 1974. Applicant: ARIZONA 

TANK LINES. INC.. P.O. Box 6910, 
Phoenix. Ariz. 85005. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Sheldon Silverman. Suite 550 
Federal Bar Building West 1819 H Street 
NW.. Washington* D.C. 20006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular route-, 
transporting: Petrochemicals (except 
asphalt, residual fuel oil. and liquified 
petroleum gases) which are included :n 
the petroleum and petroleum products 
list described in Appendix XIII to the re¬ 
port in Descriptions of Motor Carrier 
Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209. in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, between points in Valencia, 
Catron. Bernalillo and Sandoval Coun¬ 
ties. N. Mcx.. on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points In those parts of Cone¬ 
jos and Rio Grande Counties, Coio.. east 
of UJ5. Highway 285. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Rio 
Arriba County. N. Mex. 

No. MC 99427 (Sub-No. E3). filed June 
3, 1974. Applicant: ARIZONA.TANK 
LINES. INC.. P.O. Box 6910, Phoenix. 
Ariz. 85005. Applicant’s representative: 
Sheldon Silverman, Suite 550 Federal 
Bar Building % West, 1819 H Street. NW, 
Washington. DC 20006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting*. Sulphuric acid , In bulk, la 
tank vehicles, from points in Yum a 
C ounty, Ariz., to points In that part of 
California on, north or west of a line 
beginning at the Callfomia-Nevada State 
line extending along Interstate High¬ 
way 80 to junction California Highway 
16. thence along California Highway 16 
to Junction California Highway 99. 
thence along California Highway 99 to 
Junction California Highway 113, thence 
along California Highway 113 to Junc¬ 
tion California Highway 128, thence 
along California Highway 128 to junc¬ 
tion California Highway 121. thence 
along California Highway 121 to Junc¬ 
tion California Highway 37. thence along 
California Highway 37 to junction US 
Highway 101, thence along US Highway 
101 to Junction California unnumbered 
highway at Novato, thence along unnum¬ 
bered highway to Pt. Reyes, Calif., and 
the Pacific Ocean. The purpose of inis 
filing Is to eliminate the gateway of Ajo. 
Ariz. 

No. MC 99427 (Sub-No. E4>. filed 
June 3. 1974. Applicant: ARIZONA 

TANK LINES. INC.. P.O. Box 6910., 
Phoenix. Ariz. 85005. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Sheldon Silverman. Sulte 
Federal Bar Building West. 1819 n 
Street NW., Washington. D.C. 20006 Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
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carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petrochemicals 
i except asphalt, residual fuel oil. and 
liouifled petroleum gases > which are In- 
dueled in the petroleum and petroleum 
products list described in Appendix XXIX 
to the report in Descriptions of Motor 
Currier Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 209. in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, between points in 
that part of Utah on. south and east of 
a line beginning at the Utah-Artaona 
State line extending along US Highway 
$9 to Junction US Highway 50. thence 
along US Highway 50 to the Utah-Colo- 
rndo State line, on the one hand. and. 
on the other, points in those parts of 
Conejos and Rio Grande Counties, Colo., 
east of US Highway 285. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Archuleta County. Colo, 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E114», filed 
June 3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES. INC.. 215 East Waterloo 
Road, Akron, Ohio 44319. Applicant’s 
r t tentative: Fred H. Daly (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: dry plas¬ 
tic* f restricted to petroleum products, in 
bulk. In tank vehicles, from Princeton, 
lnd. ( to Fairfield. Iowa, and points in Mis¬ 
souri on and west of UB. Highway 65 
and on and north of U.S. Highway 24. 
The purpose of this filing Is to eliminate 
tiie gateway of Illiopolia, Illinois. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E192>, filed 
June 3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES. INC.. 215 East Waterloo 
Road, Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicants 
representative: Fred H. Daly (same as 
above) Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: liquid 
chrmicals . In bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Kentucky on, south and east 
or a line beginning at the Kentucky- 
Ohlo State line and extending along Ken¬ 
tucky Highway 2 to junction Interstate 
Highway 64, to junction U.S. Highway 25. 
to the Kcntucky-Tennessee State line, to 
point* in Ohio on and north of U.S. 
Highway 30 and on and east of Ohio 
Highway 21. The purpose of this filing Is 
to eliminate the gateway of South 
Charleston or Institute, West Virginia. 

i *?L¥ C 1026,6 <Sl * b E194I. filed June 
?' ,0 ' 4 - Applicant: COASTAL TANK 
„ 215 East Waterloo Rd . 
Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicant's represent- 

Aithi? red H. Daly (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
<non carrier, by motor vehicle, over lr- 
tf^ular routes, transporting: liquid 
rt. wncals. h, bulk. In tank vehicles, from 
J■“ Kentucky in the commercial 
wne of Cincinnati, Ohio, and Newport 
Bellevue, Fort Thomas Covington, Wtl- 
rp?„v«i Da5 w n- Kent ucky *o points in 
pZ n! . ’ . Maryland . New Jersey, 
-msylvanla and points in New York 
lj a nd east of U.S, Highway 81 The 
" ;rpose of tol* filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Cincinnati, Ohio and the 
™ Chemical Co. planishes near 
Moundsvffle, West Virginia. 


No. MC 102816 <Sub E204), filed June 
3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL TANK 
UNES, INC.. 215 East Waterloo Rd.. 
Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Fred H. Daly* ‘same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum products 
{ except petrochemicals), in bulk, in 
tank vehicles. (A> from points in Ohio on 
and north of U.S. Highways 30 and 30S 
to points in North Carolina on and east 
of U.S. Highway 258. <B) from points in 
Ohio on and north of UB. Highway 40 
and on and south of U.S. Highway 30N 
to points in Vermont. The purpose of this 
filing Is to eliminate the gateway of 
Pittsburgh. Pa., and Congo. W. Va 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E211), filed 
June 3. 1974. Applicant.: COASTAL 
TANK LINES, INC., 215 East Waterloo 
Rd.. Akron, Ohio 44319, Applicant's 
representative: Fred H. Daly (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: liquid 
chemicals , in bulk, in tank vehicle*, from 
points in New Jersey to points in Ken¬ 
tucky, points in Ohio on. south and west 
of a line beginning at the Ohio-Indiana 
State line and extending along U.8. 
Highway 40 to Junction U.S. Highway 41, 
to junction UB. Highway 35. to Junction 
Ohio Highway 160, to the Ohio-West Vir¬ 
ginia State line, and points in Indiana 
on, south and west of a line beginning 
at Lake Michigan and extending along 
U.S. Highway 20 to Junction U.S. High¬ 
way 35 to the Indiana-Ohio State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of South Charleston or In¬ 
stitute and Nitro, Weet Virginia, 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E231), filed 
June 3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES, INC., 215 East Waterloo 
Rd.. Akron, Ohio 44319. Applicant's 
representative: Fred H. Daly (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Bayonne, N J.. and points within 15 miles 
thereof, to points in Iowa. Kansas. 
Minnesota. Nebraska and Wisconsin, and 
points in Missouri (except points east of 
UB. Highway 67 beginning at Crvstal 
City and extending to the Arkansas- 
Mlssourl State line). The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Baltimore, Md.. Allegheny or Beaver 
Counties. Pa.. Toledo, Ohio and Peru. 
Illinois. 

No. MC 102610 (8ub E232). filed June 
3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL TANK 
LINES. INC., 215 East Waterloo Road, 
Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Fred H. Daly (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: liquid glue 
and synthetic resin , without filler, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, (A) from point* 

In New Jersey to point* in North Caro¬ 
lina. South Carolina. Virginia, and West 
Virginia. (B) from point* In New Jersey 
on. south and west of New Jersey High¬ 


way 47 to points In New York on, north 
and west of a line beginning at the New 
York-Vermont State line and extending 
along New York Highway 7 to Junction 
UB. Highway 11 to the New York-Penn- 
sylvanlu State line, (C) from point* In 
New Jersey on and south of UB. High¬ 
way 30 to point* In Pennsylvania on and 
west of a line beginning at the New York- 
Pennsylvania State line and extending 
along UB. Highway 220 to Junction UB 
Highway 15 to the Maryland-Pennsyl¬ 
vania State line. The purpose of tills 
filing is to eliminate the gateway* of Wil¬ 
mington. Delaware. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E249>, filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES. INC.. 215 East Waterloo 
Rd., Akron, Ohio 44319. Applicant'* rep¬ 
resentative: Fred EL Daly (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular route*, transporting: liquid 
chemicals , In bulk. In tank vehicles. (A) 
from point* in North Carolina on and 
east of U.8. Highway 21, to point* in 
Illinois on and north of Illinois Highway 
15. point* in Indiana. Ohio and Kansas 
<B) from points in North Carolina on 
and west of North Carolina Highway 58 
to point* in Brooke and Hancock Coun¬ 
ties. West Virginia. (C) from point* in 
North Carolina on and east of a line 
beginning at the North Carolina-Vir¬ 
ginia State line nnd extending along 
UB. Highway 401 to Junction U.S. High¬ 
way 301 to the North Carolina-South 
Carolina State line, to point* In Ken¬ 
tucky west of Interstate Highway 65 
The purpose of this filing ta to eliminate 
the gateway of South Charleston or In¬ 
stitute. West Virginia. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E250>, filed 
June 3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES. INC., 215 East Waterloo 
Road. Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicant's 
representative: Fred H. Daly (same a* 
above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular route*, transporting* 
liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, (A) from points in North Caro¬ 
lina on and east of UB. Highway 21 
to point* In Iowa, point* In Mis¬ 
souri on and north of UB. Highway 
66. and points in New Mexico on and east 
of UB. Highway 85 and on and north of 
U.8, Highway 60. <B> from point* In 
North Carolina on and east of UB. High¬ 
way 25 to point* in Colorado on and east 
of UB. Highway 85. and point* in 
Nebraska. <C) from point* in North Car¬ 
olina to those points in North Dakota. 
South Dakota and Wyoming which are 
on and east of U.S. Highway 85. The 
purpose of this filing 1* to eliminate the 
gateway of South Charleston or Institute 
West Virginia and Marshall. Illinois or 
points within 5 mile* thereof. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E251), filed June 3 
1974. Applicant: COASTAL TANK 
LINES. INC.. 215 East Waterloo Rd. 
Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Fred H. Daly (same a* above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
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routes, transporting: Hculd chemical i. in 
bulk, in tank vehicles. (A) from points in 
North Carolina on and east of U 8. High¬ 
way 21, to points in loan. <B> from points 
in North Carolina to points in Minnesota 
and Wisconsin. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of South 
Charleston or Institute, West Virginia 
and Chicago, Illinois. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E253), filed June 
3. 1974. Applicant: COA8TAL TANK 
LINES, INC., 215 East Waterloo RoAd. 
Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Fred H. Daly (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: liquid chemicals. In 
bulk, in tank vehicles, (A> from points 
in North Carolina on and east of U.8. 
Highway 258 to points in California on 
and north of Interstate Highway 15 and 
on and west of California Highway 91. 

(B) from points in North Carolina on 
and east of UB. Highway 21 to points in 
Idaho. Montana, Nevada, and those 
points in North Dakota and South 
Dakota west of UB. Highway 85. (C) 
from points in North Carolina to points 
in Oregon and Washington. (D) from 
points in North Carolina on and east of 
U.S. Highway 220 to points in Wyoming 
west of U.S. Highway 85. (E) from points 
in North Carolina on and east of Inter¬ 
state Highway 95 to points in Utah, and 
points in Colorado on. north and west of 
a line beginning at the Utah-Colorado 
State line and extending along U.8. 
Highway 40 to Junction U.8. Highway 
34. to Junction U.S. Highway 85 to the 
Colorado-Wyoming State line. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of South Charleston or In¬ 
stitute. W. Va., the Allied Chemical Co. 
plantsites near Moundsville. W. Va. and 
Midland, Mich. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E257). filed June 
3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL TANK 
LINES, INC., 215 East Waterloo Rd., 
Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Fred H. Daly (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, In tank vehicles. (A) 
from points In Trumbull County. Ohio, 
on and east of Ohio Highway 45, to 
points in Indiana on and south of a line 
beginning at the Indlana-Kenlucky 
State line and extending along Indiana 
Highway 256 to Junction Indiana High¬ 
way 39. to Junction U.S. Highway 50 to 
the minois-Indiana State line. (B) from 
points In Mahoning County, Ohio, on 
and east of Ohio Highway 45 to points 
in Indiana on and south of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Indiana-Ohio Stato line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 50 
to Junction Indiana Highway 7, to Junc¬ 
tion Indiana Highway 46 to Junction 
Indiana Highway 45, to junction Indiana 
Highway 54. to Junction Indiana High¬ 
way 67 to the Indlana-IlUnois State line. 

(C) from points in Stark County. Ohio, 
to points in Iowa on. south and west of 
a line beginning at the Iowra-Missouri 
State line and extending along Iowa 
Highway 149 to Junction Iowa Highway 


5. to Junction Iowa Highway 2. to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 69, to Junction US. 
Highway 34, to Junction UB. Highway 
71. to junction Iowa Highway 414. to 
Junction UB. Highway 6 to the Iowa- 
Nebraska State lino. 

(D) From points in Trumbull County. 
Ohio. on. south and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Pcnnsylvania-Ohlo State line 
and extending along Ohio Highway 305 
to junction Ohio Highway 5, to Junction 
Ohio Highway 45 to the Trumbull- 
Mahoning County line, and from points 
in Mahoning County. Ohio, on and east 
of Ohio Highway 11 to points in Iowa on 
and south of a line beginning at the 
Iowa-Hlinois State line and extending 
along U.8. Highway 34 to Junction U.S. 
Highway 63. to junction Iowa Highway 
163. to junction Interstate Highway 80 
to the Iowa-Nebraska State line. (E) 
from points in Cuyahoga County. Ohio, 
on and cast of U.S. Highway 21, to points 
in Missouri on and south and west of 
a line beginning at the Kansas-Mi&souri 
State lino and extending along p.S. 
Highway 40 to junction Missouri High¬ 
way 291, to Junction U.8. Highway 50, 
to Junction U.S. Highway 54, to Junction 
Missouri Highway 17, to Junction UB. 
Highway 66, to Junction Missouri High¬ 
way 5, to Junction UB. Highway 60. to 
junction U.8. Highway 63. to junction 
Missouri Highway 17 to the Arkansas- 
Missouri State line. (F> from points In 
Summit County, Ohio to points in Mis¬ 
souri on and south of a lino beginning 
at the Hlinols-Mlssourl State line And 
extending along Interstate Highway 70 to 
Junction U.S. Highway 63 to the 
Arkansas-Missourl state line. (Q) from 
points In Stork County. Ohio to points 
in Missouri on and south of UB. High¬ 
way 36. (H) from points in Mahoning 
and Trumbull Counties, Ohio to points 
in Missouri. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of the Allied 
Chemical plantsites near Moundsville, 
West Virginia. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E262>, filed June 
3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL TANK 
LINES, INC., 215 East Waterloo Rd., Ak¬ 
ron, Ohio 44319. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Fred H. Daly (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: liquid chemicals , In 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Cuyahoga County. Ohio, on and east of 
U.S. Highway 21. to points In Michigan 
on and west of U.S. Highway 31, and 
points in the Upper Peninsula of Mich¬ 
igan. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Cleveland. 
Ohio and Chicago, Illinois. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E266), filed June 
3, 1974. Applicant: COASTAL TANK 
LINES, INC.. 215 East Waterloo Road, 
Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Fred H. Daly (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: liquid chemical* , in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Toledo, Ohio 
to points in Tennessee on and w f cst of a 
line beginning at the Tennessee-Mlssls- 
sippi State line and extending along Ten¬ 


nessee Highway 22 to Junction Tennessee 
Highway 89. to the Kentucky-Tennessec 
State line. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of the UBS Chem¬ 
ical Co. plants!to at Lemont, Illinois. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E272), filed June 
3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL TANK 
LINES, INC., 215 East Waterloo Road, 
Akron, Ohio 44319. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Fred H. Daly (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: liquid chemicals, m 
bulk, in tank vehicles, (A) from points 
in Mahoning, Summit. Stork and Trum¬ 
bull Counties, Ohio, to points In Ne¬ 
braska, Oklahoma. Texas (except HarrU 
County), points in Colorado, Wyoming 
and New Mexico which are on and eaM 
of UB. Highway 85. and points In South 
Dakota on and east of a line beginning 
at the South Dakota-Nebraska State line 
and extending along South Dakota High¬ 
way 71 to Junction UB. Highway 385, to 
Junction U.8. Highway 16, to Junction 
Interstate Highway 90. to junction South 
Dakota Highway 34, to Junction US. 
Highway 85 to the South Dakota-Wyo- 
ming State line. (B> from points In 
Cuyahoga County, Ohio, to points In 
Oklahoma, Texas (except Harris 
County), points in Colorado and Ner 
Mexico on and cast of UB. Highway 85. 
points in Wyoming on and east of US. 
Highway 85 and on and south of TJ S. 
Highway 26*. and points in Nebraska on 
and west of Nebraska Highway 71 and 
UB. Highway 26. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Akron. Ohio, Kalamazoo, Michigan and 
Marshall, Illinois or points within 5 miles 
thereof. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E273), filed 
June 3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 

TANK LINES. INC.. 215 East Waterloo 
Road. Akron, Ohio 44319. Applicants 
representative: Fred H. Daly (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: liquid 
chemicals , in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Mahoning. Summit, Cuyahoga, 
Stark, and Trumbull Counties, Ohio, to 
points in Wisconsin. Iow’a, and Minne¬ 
sota. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of Akron, Ohio, and 
Chicago, Illinois. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E274), filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES, INC., 215 East Waterloo 
Road. Akron, Ohio 44319. Applicants 
representative: Fred H. Daly (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: liquid 
chemicals . In bulk. In tank vehicles, <A> 
from points in Mahoning County. Ohio, 
to points In Michigan on and west of U S. 
Highways 37 and 131. (B) From pointy to 
Mahoning. Summit. Stark, and Trumbull 
Counties. Ohio, to points in the Upper 
Peninsula of Michigan. The purpose of 
this filing is ta eliminate the gateway oi 
Akron, Ohio, and Ft. Wayne, Indiana 

No. MC 102610 (Sub E276>. filed June 
3, 1974. Applicant: COASTAL TANK 
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LINES. INC., 215 East Waterloo Road, 
Akron, Ohio 44319. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Fred H Daly (same as above) . 
Authority sought to operate ns a common 
I carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
| routes, transporting: liquid chemicals , in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, <A> from points 
I in Cuyahoga. Stark, and Summit Coun¬ 
ties Ohio, to points in Maryland on and 
esust of U.8. Highway 1, and points In 
Delaware. (B) From points In Hamilton 
County. Ohio, to points in New York. 
<C From points In Cuyahoga County, 
on nnd west of UB. Highway 1. to points 
in Pennsylvania on and east of a line 
beginning at the Pennsylvania-New Jer¬ 
sey State line and extending along U.S. 

! Highway 22 to junction U.8. Highway 15 
to the New York-Pennsylvanla State line. 
The purpose of this filing Is to eliminate 
the tuitcway of the Allied Chemical Co. 
pUntsitcs near Moundsville. West Vir¬ 
ginia. 

No MC 102616 <Sub E277>. filed June 
3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL TANK 
LINES, INC.. 215 East Waterloo Road, 
Akron, Ohio 44319. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Fred H. Daly (same as above *. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: liquid chemicals, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, IA> from 
point? in Cuyahoga and Summit Coun¬ 
ties, Ohio, to points In Virginia on and 
vest of a line beginning at the North 
Carolina -Virginia State line and extend¬ 
ing along U.S. Highway 501 to Junction 
Virginia Highway 39 to the West Vir¬ 
ginia-Virginia State line, and points in 
North Carolina. (B) From points In 
Mahoning County. Ohio, to points in 
Virginia on and west of UB. Highway 501 
and on and south of 03. Highway 460, 
and points in North Carolina on and 
vest of UB. Highway 1. (C) From points 
in Stark County. Ohio, to points in Vir¬ 
ginia on and west of UB. Highway 501 
and on and south of Route 39. and points 
In North Carolina on and west of U.S. 
Highway 301. <D) From points in Trum¬ 
bull County. Ohio, to points in Virginia 
on and west of U.S. Highway 501 and on 
and *outh of UB. Highway 64. and points 
to North Carolina on and west of U.S. 
Highway 30. <E> From points in Hamil¬ 
ton County, Ohio. U> points in Virgtnia 
on and east of U.8. Highway 52. and 
points in North Carolina on and cast of 
JS Highway 21. The purpose of this 
Wing i 5 to eliminate the gateway of 
south Charleston or Institute, West 
Virginia, 

No. MC 102616 <Sub E285>, filed 
i 1 *® 3 * 197 *- Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK UNES. INC- 215 East Waterloo 
Road, Akron. Ohio, 44319. Applicant's 
rfprfecntatlve: Fred H. Daly (same as 
vote). Authority sought to operate as 
carrier, by motor vehicle. 
hotiA rout *s. transporting: 

Z * c r hemk ^ ***** to tank vc- 
of r^ 4 fr 2SJ o4nu in Ohio on and south 
™* hway 62 and on and east of 
Highway 800. to points in Kentucky 
J? uUl °* ft *toe beginning at 

erS ^ irKln ^" Kcntocky sute tine and 
steading along U.S. Highway 64 to 


Junction U.S. Highway 62 to the Ken- 
tucky-Illinois State line. The purpose of 
thin filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of South Charicston or Institute. West 
Virgtnia. 

No. MC 10261G (Sub E289>. filed 
June 3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES, INC.. 215 East Waterloo 
Road. Akron, Ohio. 44319. Applicant's 
representative: Fred H. Daly (same os 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
petroleum products. In bulk. In tank ve¬ 
hicles. from Toledo. Ohio, to points in 
Illinois on and south of UB. Highway 50 
The purpose of this filing InXo eliminate 
the gateway of Princeton. Indiana, or 
points within 5 miles thereof. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E291». filed June 
3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL TANK 
LINES. INC.. 215 East Waterloo Road. 
Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicants repre¬ 
sentative: Fred H. Daly (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Lubricat¬ 
ing oil (except animal and vegetable oil). 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Cleveland 
and Lima, Ohio, to points in Illinois on 
and south of U S. Highway 50. The pur¬ 
pose of tilts filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Princeton, Indiana, or points 
within 5 miles thereof. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E304*. filed June 
3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL TANK 
LINES. INC., 215 East Waterloo Road, 
Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Fred H. Daly (same as above*. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir¬ 
regular routes. transporting: Petroleum 
products (except petrochemicals). In 
bulk, in tank vehicles. (A) from points 
in Ohio on and north of UB. Highway’s 
30 and 30-S to point* in North Carolina 
on and east of UB. Highway 258. <B> 
Prom points In Ohio on and north of 
UB. Highway 40 and on and south of 
UB. Highway 30N to points in Vermont. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Pittsburgh. Pa., and Con¬ 
go. W.Va. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub E305>. filed June 
3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL TANK 
LINES, INC., 215 East Waterloo Road, 
Akron. Olilo. Applicant's representative: 
Fred H. Daly (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: dry plan tics, in bulk. In 
tank vehicles, from points in Ohio. fa> 

In the commercial zones of Cincinnati 
and Dayton, (b) Westwood. Falrmount, 
Cumminsvllle. St. Bernard. Avondale. 
Norwood. Oakley, Lin wood, and Sedans- 
ville. Ohio. <c) On a line beginning at 
the Ohio-Indiana State line and extend¬ 
ing along U.S. Highway 52 to Cincinnati. 
(d> On a line beginning at the Ohio- 
Indiana State line and extending along 
UB. Highway 27 to Junction Ohio High¬ 
way 73. <1> To Junction US. Highway 
137 to Cincinnati; and <ii> to Junction 
Ohio Highway 4, to junction UB. High¬ 
way 127 to Middletown <e> On a line 


beginning at the Ohio-Indiana State line 
and extending along UB. Highway 35 
to junction UB. Highway 127 to Cincin¬ 
nati. (f) On a line beginning at the 
Ohio-Indiana State line and extending 
along UB. Highway 30 to junction UB. 
Highway 30S. to Junction UB. Highway 
25 to Cincinnati, fg) On a line beginning 
at junction UB. Highway 25 and Ohio 
Highway 4 and extending along Ohio 
Highway 4 to Junction UB. Highway 127 
to Cincinnati, ih) On a line beginning 
at the Ohio-Indiana State line and ex¬ 
tending along UB. Highway 40 to junc¬ 
tion Ohio Highway 49 to Dayton, to 
points in Nebraska on and north of UB. 
Highway 6. The purpose of this filing Is 
to eliminate the gateways of Kalamazoo, 
Michigan, and the Foster Grant plant- 
site at Peru. Illinois. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub-No. E307>. filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES, INC.. 215 E. Waterloo Rd. 
Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Fred H. Daly (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Liquid chemicals, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles; (a) from points 
in Pennsylvania on and east of a line 
beginning at the Pennsylvania-New York 
State line and extending along UB. 
Highway 220 to Junction Pennsylvania 
Highway 42, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 42 to Junction UB. Highway 11, 
thence along UB. Highway 11 to Junction 
UB. Highw ay 15. thence along UjS. High¬ 
way 15 to the Maryland-Pennsylvania 
State Une. to points in Illinois on and 
south of UB. Highway 40 and Illinois 
Highway 140; (b) from point* in Phila¬ 
delphia, Bucks. Chester, Delaware, and 
Montgomery Counties. Pa., to points in 
Illinois; (c) from points in Pennsylvania 
on. south, and east of a line beginning at 
the New Jersey-Pennsylvania State Une 
and extending along UB. Highway 22 to 
junction UB. Highway 30. thence along 
UB. Highway 30 to Junction Interstate 
Highway 83. thence along Interstate 
Highway 83 to the Pcnnsylv&nia-M&ry- 
land State line to points in Indiana on, 
south, and west of UB. Highways 40 and 
31; id) from points in Pennsylvania to 
points in Kansas, points in Kentucky on 
and south of Interstate Highway 64, 
points in Tennessee west of UB. Highway 
27 and point* in Kanawha County, W. 
V&.; and (eJ from point* in Pennsylvania 
on and west of UB. Highway 19 to pofnts 
In North Carolina on and west of a line 
beginning at the Virginia-North Carolina 
State line and extending along UB 
Highway 220 to Junction UB. Highway 
421. thence along UB. Highway 421 to 
the Atlantic Ocean. TTjc purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
South Charleston or Institute, W. Va. 


No. MC 102616 (Sub-No. E314). filed 
June 3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES. INC.. 215 E Waterloo Rd.. 
Akron, Ohio44319. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Fred H. Daly (same a* above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals, In bulk. In tank vehicles: (a) 
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from points in Allegheny. Beaver. Butler. 
Cambria, Fayette, and McKean Counties, 
Pa„ to points in Missouri. Illinois, and 
Iowa: (b) from points in Allegheny. 
Beaver, and Butler Counties, Pa,, to 
points in Indiana on and south of In¬ 
diana Highway 32; <c) from points in 
Fayette County, Pa„ to points in Indiana 
on. south, and west of a line beginning 
at the Indiana-Illinois State line and ex¬ 
tending along Indiana Highway 32 to 
junction Indiana Highway 3, thence 
along Indiana Highway 3 to Junction In¬ 
diana Highway 7. thence along Indiana 
Highway 7 to the Indiana-Kentucky 
State line; <d> from points in Cambria 
and McKean Counties. Pa., to points in 
Indiana; <e> from points in Beaver. But¬ 
ler. and McKean Counties. Pa., to points 
in Michigan on and north of Michigan 
Highway 32: (f) from points in Alle¬ 
gheny and Fayette Counties, Pa., to points 
in Michigan on and north of Michigan 
Highway 46: and (g) from points in 
Cambria County, Pa., to points In Michi¬ 
gan on and north of U.S. Highway 12. 
The purpose of this filing Ls to eliminate 
the gateway of the Allied Chemical Co., 
plant sltee near Moundsvillc. W. Va. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub-No. E315), filed 
June 3, 1074. Applicant: COASTAL 

TANK LINES. INC., 215 East Waterloo 
Rood. Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicants 
representative: Fred H. Daly (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk. In tank vehicles, from 
points in Allegheny, Beaver, Butler, Cam¬ 
bria, Payette, and McKean Counties. Pa., 
to points in Arkansas. Kansas. Louisiana, 
Nebraska. Oklahoma. Texas (except Har¬ 
ris County), and those points in Colo¬ 
rado. New Mexico. North Dakota, and 
Soutli Dakota on and east of U.S. High¬ 
way 85. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of the Allied 
Chemical Co., plant sites near Mounds- 
ville, W. Va.. and Marshall, HI., or points 
within five miles thereof. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub-No. E323), filed 
June 3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 

TANK LINES. INC., 215 E. Waterloo Rd.. 
Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Fred H. Daly (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products , in bulk, in tank vehicles; (a) 
from Duncansville and Mt. Union. Pa., to 
points in Delaware and points in Con¬ 
necticut (except south of Connecticut 
Highway 4 and east of Connecticut High¬ 
way 8); (b) from Duncansville, Mount. 
Union, and York, Pa., and points within 
ten miles of each to points in Rhode Is¬ 
land: and <c) from Mechanlcsburg and 
York, Pa., to points in Delaware on and 
south of Delaware Highways 404 and 18. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Baltimore, Md. 

No. MC 102616 (8ub-No. E324). filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES, INC., 215 E. Waterloo Rd., 
Akron, Ohio 44319. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Fred H, Daly (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 


mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Duncansville. Mount Union, Mechanlcs¬ 
burg, York, and Lancaster, Pa., and 
points within ten miles of each, to points 
in the District of Columbia and Massa¬ 
chusetts. The purpose of this filing ls to 
eliminate the gatew^ay of Baltimore, Md. 

No. MC 102016 (Sub-No. E343), filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES, INC., 215 Waterloo Road. 
Akron, Ohio 44319. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Fred IL Daly (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products (except liquid asphalt), in bulk, 
in tank vehicles; (a) from Duncansville. 
Pa., to points in Virginia on and east of 
a line beginning at the Vlrginia-Mary- 
land State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 1 to Junction UB. Highway 360. 
thence along UB. Highway 360 to Junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 15, thence along U.S. 
highway 15 to the Virginia-North Caro¬ 
lina State line; (b) from Mt. Union, Pa., 
to points in Virginia on, south, and cast 
of a line beginning at the Virginia-North 
Carolina State line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 501 to junction U.8. High¬ 
way 15, thence along U.S. Highway 15 to 
Junction U.S. Highway 360, thence along 
U.S. Highway 360 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 460, thence along UB. Highway 460 
to Junction UB. Highway 258, thence 
along UB. Highway 258 to the Chesa¬ 
peake Bay; and (c) from Mechanlcs¬ 
burg. York, and Lancaster. Pa., to points 
in Virginia on and south of a line begin¬ 
ning at the West Virgtnia-Vlrginia State 
line and extending along Virginia High¬ 
way 259 to junction Virginia Highway 42. 
thence along Virginia Highway 42 to 
junction UB. Highway 33. thence along 
U.S. Highway 33 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 360. thence along UB. Highway 360 
to the Chesapeake Bay. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Baltimore, Md. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub-No. E344). filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 

TANK LINES. INC., 215 E. Waterloo Rd.. 
Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Fred H. Daly (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Liquid glue, liquid 
synthetic resin, without filler, in bulk. In 
tank vehicles: (a) from points in Penn¬ 
sylvania on and east of a line beginning 
at the New York-Pcnnsylvanla State 
line and extending along U S. Highway 
220 to Junction Pennsylvania Highway 
120, thence along Pennsylvania Highway 
120 to junction Interstate Highway 80, 
thence along Interstate Highway 80 to 
Junction UB. Highway 15, thence along 
UB. Highway 15 to the Maryland-Penn- 
sylvania State line, to points in South 
Carolina: (b) from points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania on and east of a line beginning at 
the New York-Pennsylvania State line 
and extending along Interstate Highway 
81 to junction Pennsylvania Highway 
61, thence along Pennsylvania Highway 
61 to Junction UB. Highway 222, thence 


along U.8. Highway 222 to the PenmyJ. 
vonia-Maryland State line to point-t ^ 
North Carolina; and (c> from points in 
Bucks, Philadelphia, Chester, Montgom-1 
ery. and Delaware Counties, Pa . to poinq 
in West Virginia on and south or US 
Highway 33, and points in Virginia east I 
of UB. Highway 220 and south of US. 
Highway 50 and Virginia Highway 7 Tl* 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the [ 
gateway of Wilmington, DeL 

No. MC 102616 (Sub-No. E345i. fUed] 
June 3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES. INC.. 215 East Waterloo 
Rd., Akron, Ohio 44319. Applicant's rep- If 
resentative: Fred H. Daly (same as 
above) . Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid I 
glue, liquid synthetic resin, without filler, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Bucks, Philadelphia, Chester. Delaware, 
and Montgomery Counties, Pa., to points 
in Michigan on and north of U S High- 
way 12. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Wilmington. 
Del., and the Allied Chemical plant sites 
near Moundsville. W. Va. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub-No. E366). f!W I 
June 3. 1974. Applicant: COASTAL 

TANK LINES. INC.. 215 East Waterloo 
Rd., Akron. Ohio 44319. Applicant s rep¬ 
resentative: Fred H. Daly (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over j 
Irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
petrochemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicle; 
(a) from points in McKean County. Pa., i 
to points in West Virginia on and north 
of UB. Highway 33: and (b) from pomti ! 
in Butler County, Pa., to points in West ] 
Virginia on and north of UB. Highway 
33 (except points In Brooke, Hamilton, 
and Ohio Counties). The purpose of this 
filing Is to eliminate the gateway of Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa. h 

No. MC 106407 (Sub-No. E3>, Wd 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: T. E. MERCER 
TRUCKINO CO.. INC., 920 North Mma 
St.. P.O. Box 1809. Fort Worth, Tci 
76101. Applicant’s representative: Claytt 
Binion, 1108 Continental Life Bldg.. Fort 
Worth, Tex. 76102. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Machinery , equipment, matcricu, 
and supplies, used in, or in connection 
with, the drilling of wrater wells, between 
points in Georgia. Alabama. Arkansas 
Louisiana. Mississippi, and Florida, on 
the one hand. and. on the other, pon^t* 
in Colorado. Wyoming, Utah, and Mon¬ 
tana. The purpose of this filing u *° 
eliminate the gateway of points in Texa*. 

No. MC 107002 (Sub-E33fl). filed I 
12, 1974. Applicant: MILLER I ,. „ 
PORTER'S INC., P.O. Box 1123. Jacfcon. 
Miss. 39205. Applicant's representative- 
H. D. Miller, Jr. <same as above. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as » cojwwj 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over lrre £"r 
routes, transporting: Petroleum s*- _ 
ucts. as defined by the Commission, 
bulk. In tank vehicles, from those po • 

In Mississippi on and south of U.S. ii^ 
way 78, to points In Missouri, and tr°“ 
Helena. Ark., and points within 5 mi 
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thereof, to those points In Missouri west 
and north of a line beginning at the Mls- 

. url-Arkansas State line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 65 to Junction U.6. 
Highway 66, to junction Missouri High¬ 
way 8, to junction U.S. Highway 67. to 
junction Missouri Highway 32 to the 
Missouri-Illinois State Line. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of joints in Mississippi within the Mem¬ 
phis, Tennessee Commercial Zone, 

No. MC 107002 (Sub-E337> . filed 

May 12. 1074. Applicant: MILLER 

TRANSPORTER'S, INC.. P.O. Box 1123. 
Jr.ckson, Miss. 39205. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: H. D. Miller, Jr. (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products (except liquefied petroleum 
(ases), in bulk, in tAnk vehicles, from 
cii iimette and Mcraux, La., to points in 
Uissouri, Tlie purpose of this filing is 
to » iixninate the gateway of point* In 
Mississippi within the Memphis. Tcn- 
nc^ce Commercial Zone. 


No. MC 107002 (Sub-E338>. filed 
May 12. 1974 Applicant: MILLER 

TRANSPORTER’S INC.. PX>. Box 1123. 
Jackson, Miss. 39205. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: H. D. Miller. Jr. (same as 
above) . Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products . as decrlbed in Appendix XIII to 
tiie report in Descriptions in Motor ear¬ 
lier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209. in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Moundville, Ala., 
an 1 points within ten miles thereof (ex¬ 
cept points within five miles of Tusca¬ 
loosa). to points in Missouri. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing Is to eliminate the gate- 
way of points in Mississippi within the 
Memphis, Tennessee Commercial zone. 

No MC 107002 «©ub-No. E340), filed 
May 24. 1974. Applicant: MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS. INC.. P.O. Box 1123 
Jackson. Miss. 39205. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: John J. Borth ‘same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a rommon carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irwrular routes, transporting: Pefro- 
Icum products . In bulk, in tank vehlcicr;, 
from points in Pike County, Miss., to 
Points in Arkansas (except those In Little 
Hirer Miller, Lafayette, Hempstead. 
Nevada, Columbia, Ouachita, Calhoun, 
Drew. Ashley. Desha. 
aiM J Chicot Counties) rCrupp and Rog- 
€ i lacy. Miss.)-. Illinois. Indiana. Ken- 
0h £; Virginia. West 

< Washington County, Miss.)*, 
North Carolina. South Carolina (Tusca- 
** G * orgia * Tuscaloosa, Ala., 

iriwts Cf ^ a ’ nnd P Qlnte within ten 
miles thereof) •. Tennessee (Tuscaloosa. 
Ala or Friar's Point. Miss., and the site 

ternilnaI lhc Okla- 
bcma-Mhksisdppi River Products Line 

Ark.>% and 

T-m Natchez. Miss.) V The purpose of 
b ; flung is to eliminate the gateways 
indicated by asterisks above. 

M N °ii MC ~ 107064 (Sub - No - E25). filed 
t rZzl' l074 ‘ STEERE TANK 

lVES * P.O. Box 2998. Dallas, 


Tex. 75221. Applicant's representative: 
H. L. Rice. Jr. (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petrochemicals 
(except sulphudc add), in bulk. In tank 
vehicles, from Chaves, Eddy. Lea. Roose¬ 
velt, and Curry Counties, N. Mex. to 
Cheyenne. Kit Carson, Yuma. Washing¬ 
ton. Morgan, Logan. Phillips, and 
Scdgewick Counties. Colo. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of the plant site and storage facilities 
of the Occidental Chemical Company. In 
Hale County, Tex. 

No. MC 107064 i Sub-No. E113>. filed 
May 21. 1974. Applicant: STEERE TANK 
LINES. INC., P.O. Box 2998, Dallas. Tex. 
75221. Applicant's representative: H. L. 
Rice. Jr. (some as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid fertilizer and liquid 
fertilizer ingredients, In bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in Cochran. Hock¬ 
ley, Lubbock, Crosby, Dickens. Yoakum, 
Terry, Lynn, Garza. Ken . Gaines. Dew- 
son Borden. 8curry. Andrews. Martin, 
Howard. Mitchell. Nolan, Loving. Wink¬ 
ler, Ector, Midland. Glasscock, Sterling, 
Ward, Crane. Upton. Reagan. El Paso. 
Hudspeth Culberson. Reeves. Jeff Davis, 
Pecos, Crockett. Terrell, Presidio. Brew¬ 
ster. and Val Verde Counties. Tex., to 
points In Kansas. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gatewny of 
Lubbock County. Tex. 

No. MC 107064 <Sub-No. E119), filed 
May 21,1974. Applicant: STEERE TANK 
LINES, INC.. P.O. Box 2998. Dallas. Tex. 
75221. Applicant's representative: H. L. 
Rice. Jr. (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid fertilizer and liquid 
fertilizer ingredients . in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, <a) from points In Cochran. 
Hockley. Lubbock. Crosby. Yoakum, 
Terry. Lynn. Garza. Gaines, Dawson, 
Borden, Scurry. Andrews. Martin. How¬ 
ard, Mitchell. Loving, Winkler. Ector 
Midland. Glasscock, Sterling, Ward. 
Grane. Upton. Reagan. Irion, Tom Green. 
® Paso. Hudspeth, Culberson. Reeves. 
Pecos. Crockett. Terrell. Val Verde, 
Schleicher, Button, Edwards. Jeff Davis. 
Presidio. Brewster. Kinney, and Maverick 
Counties. Tex., to points In Cimarron, 
Texas. Beaver. Harper. Woods, and 
Woodward Counties. Okla.. and (b) from 
points in El Paso, Hudspeth. Culberson. 
Reeves, Jeff Davis. Presidio, Loving 
Winkler, Ector. Midland. Ward, Crane 
Cochran. Hockley. Lubbock. Yoakum! 
Terry, Lynn, Gaines. Dawson. Andrews! 
and Martin Counties. Tex., to points in 
Oklahoma (except Cimarron. Texas 
Beaver, Harper. Woods, and Woodward 
Counties). The purpose ot this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Lubbock 
County. Tex. 


transporting: Pctro-chemicals (except 
sulphuric acid). In bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points In Hidalgo. Luna, Dona Ana. 
Otero, Chaves. Eddy, Lea. Roosevelt, and 
Curry Counties. N. Mex.. to points in 
Kansas (except Hamilton, Kearny, Stan¬ 
ton, Grant, Morton, and Stevens Coun¬ 
ties). The purpose of this filing is to* 
eliminate the gateway of the plant site 
and storage facilities of the Occidental 
Chemical Company of Texas, in Hale 
County. Tex. 

No. MC 107064 <Sub-No. E139). filed 
May 21.1974. Applicant: STEERE TANK 
LINES. INC., P. O. Box 2998, Dallas. Tex. 
75221. Applicant's representative: H. L. 
sought to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Fertilizer solutions ‘except 
petroleum products and potash), from 
points In Cochran, Hockley, Lubbock. 
Crosby, Dickens. Yoakum. Terry. Lynn. 
Garzn, Kent, Gaines, Dawson. Borden, 
Scurry. Andrews. Martin, Howard. 
Mitchell Ector, Midland. Glasscock, Ster¬ 
ling. Upton, Reagan, Irion. Crockett. 
Schleicher. Sutton. Val Verde. Kinney, 
and Maverick Counties, Tex., to points In 
Colorado east of the Continental Divide. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gatewny of Lubbock, Tex. 

No. MC 107064 (Sub-No. E141), filed 
May 21,1974. Applicant: STEERE TANK 
LINES. INC. P.O. Box 2998. Dallas. Tex. 
75221. Applicant's representative: H. L. 
Rice. Jr. (same as above). Authority to 
operate as a common currier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing Fertilizer (except petroleum products 
and potash), from points in Dallam, 
Hartley. Moore, Oldham. Potter, Carson, 
Deaf Smith, Dan da 11. Armstrong, Don¬ 
ley, Farmer. Castro. Swisher. Briscoe, 
Mall. Bailey. Lams, Hale. Floyd, Motley. 
Cochran, Mockley. Lubbock. Crosby, 
Dickens, Yoakum. Terry, Lynn, Garza, 
Kent. Gaines, Dawson, Borden. Scur¬ 
ry, Andrews. Martin. Howard, El Paso, 
Hudspeth, Culberson. Loving, Winkler 
Ector. Midland, Olaxsock. Ward, Crane, 
Upton, Reagan, Reeves. Jeff Davis, Pecos, 
Terrell. Presidio, and Brewster Coun¬ 
ties, Tex., to points in Indiana. The 
purpose of this filing Is to eliminate the 
gateway of Dimmit County, Tex. 


No. MC 107064 <8ub-No. E124), filed 
May 21,1974. Applicant: STEERE TANK 
LINES, INC., P. O. Box 2998. Dallas, Tex. 
75221. Applicant's representative: H l! 
Rice, Jr. ‘same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes. 


No. MC 107064 <Sub-No. E142). filed 
May 21,1974. Applicant: STEERE TANK 
LINES. INC. P.O. Box 2998, Dallas. Tex. 
75221. Applicant's representative: IL L. 
Rice. Jr. (same as above). Authority to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing Fertiliser (except petroleum products 
and potash), from points hi Oldham. 
Potter, Deaf Smith, RondaU. Armstrong, 
Parmer. Castro, Swisher. Briscoe, Bailey 
Lamb. Hale, Floyd. Motley. Cochran! 
Hockley. Lubbock, Crosby, Dickens, 
Yoakum, Terry, Lynn. Garza, Kent, 
Gaines. Dawson. Borden. Scurry. An¬ 
drews, Martin. Howard. Mitchell, Nolan. 
El Paso. Hudspeth. Culberson, Reeves 
Pecos. Jeff Davis, Presidio. Brewster. 
Terrell, Val Verde, Loving, Winkler, 
Ector, Midland, Glasscock, Sterling, 
Coke. Ward. Crane. Upton, Reagan. Tom 
Green, Irion, Crockett, Schleicher, Sut- 
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ton. Kinney, and Maverick Counties. 
Tex., to points in Iowa. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Dimmit. Tex, 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E107) (Cor¬ 
rection) . filed May 29. 1974. published in 
the Fedehal Register September 3. 1974. 
Applicant: REFRIGERATED TRANS¬ 
PORT CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Forest 
Park. Ga. 33050. Applicant s representa¬ 
tive: Bruce E. Mitchell. Suite 375, 3379 
Peachtree Rd. NE., Atlanta. Ga. 30326. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from Chickasha. Okla., to points 
In Kentucky on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Kentucky-Missourl State 
line, thence along UB. Highway 60 to 
Junction U.S. Highway 231. thence along 
U S. Highway 231 to the Kentucky-Ohio 
8tate line, and that part of Ohio on and 
east of a line beginning at the Ohio- 
Indiana State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 40 to Junction Interstate High¬ 
way 75. thence along Interstate Highway 
75 to the Ohio-Michlgan State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Florence. Ala. The purpose of 
this correction is to correct a highway 
description. 

No. MG 107515 < Sub-No. E108) (Cor¬ 
rection) . filed May 29. 1974. published in 
the Federal Register September 4. 1974. 
Applicant: REFRIGERATED TRANS¬ 
PORT CO., INC., P.O. Box 308. Forest 
Park. Ga. 33050. Applicant representa¬ 
tive: Bruce E. Mitchell. Suite 375. 3379 
Peachtree Rd. NE.. Atlanta. Ga. 30326. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods, from 
Chlchasha, Okla., to Frederick. Md.. the 
District of Columbia, and points in Con¬ 
necticut, Massachusetts, those parts of 
Virginia, Maryland, and Delaware on and 
east of Interstate Highway 95, that part 
of Pennsylvania on and cast of a line 
beginning at the Pennsylvania-Maryland 
State line, thence along Interstate High¬ 
way 83 to junction U.S. Highway 30. 
thence along UB. Highway 30 to junction 
U.S. Highway 222, thence along UB. 
Highway 222 to junction Pennsylvania 
Turnpike Northeast Extension, thence 
along Pennsylvania Turnpike Northeast 
Extension to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 80. thence along Interstate Highway 
80 to the Pennsylvania-New York State 
line, and that part of New York on and 
east of a line beginning at the New York- 
Pennsylvania State line, thence along 
Interstate Highway 84 to junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 87. thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 87 to the United 8tntes- 
Canada International Boundary Une. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Ayden, N.C. The purpose 
of this section is to correct a highway 
description. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. E309). (Cor¬ 
rection) filed May 29. 1974, published in 
the Federal Register October 17. 1974. 
Applicant: REFRIGERATED TRANS¬ 
PORT CO., INC.. P.O. Box 308. Forest 
Park, Ga. 33050. Applicant’s representa¬ 


tive: R. M. Tcttlebaum. Suite 375, 3379 
Peachtree Rd. NE.. Atlanta, Ga. 30326. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Frozen edible 
meats and frozen edible meat products, 
from Covington, Ky., to points in those 
parts of Mississippi. Louisiana, and 
Texas, on and south of a line beginning at 
the Mississippi-Alabama State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 84 to Junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 55, thence 
along Interstate Highway 55 to junction 
Mississippi Highway 24. thence along 
Mississippi Highway 24 to Junction Mis¬ 
sissippi Highway 33, thence along Missis¬ 
sippi Highway 33 to junction Louisiana 
Highway 19. thence along Louisiana 
Highway 19 to Junction Louisiana High- 
wal 10. thence along Louisiana Highway 
10 to Junction U S. Highway 190, thence 
along UB. Highway 190 to junction 
Louisiana Highway 12, thence along 
Louisiana Highway 12 to Junction UB. 
Highway 90, thence along U S. Highway 
90 to Junction UB. Highway 59, thence 
along UB. Highway 59 to the United 
States-Mexico International Boundary 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of Gainesville. Ga. The 
purpose of this correction Is to correct the 
destination territories above. 

' No. MC 109637 (8ub-E3>. filed June 4. 
1974. Applicant: SOUTHERN TANK 
LINES, INC., Ten West Baltimore 
Avenue. Lansdowne. Pa. 19050. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: John E. Nelson 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petrochemicals, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles from Louisville, Kentucky to 
points In Iowa on and west of UB. 
Highway 59. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateways of Troy. In¬ 
diana. and Calvert City. Kentucky. 

No. MC 109637 (Sub-E20). filed May 
29. 1974. Applicant: SOUTHERN TANK 
LINES, INC.. Ten West Baltimore 
Avenue, Lansdowne. Pa. 19050. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John Nelson 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products as described in 
Appendix XHI, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Evansville, Ind., and the Pipeline 
Terminal site of the Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corp., at or near Prince¬ 
ton. Gibson County, Indiana, to points 
in Ohio. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Louisville. 
Kentucky and Madison. Indiana. 

No. MC 109637 (8ub-E25), filed May 
29. 1974. Applicant: SOUTHERN TANK 
LINES. INC.. Ten West Baltimore 
Avenue, Lansdowne, Pa. 19050. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John Nelson (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Petroleum products as described In Ap¬ 
pendix XIII, in bulk. In tank vehicles, 
from Louisville, Henderson, West Point 
and Daviess County, Kentucky to points 
in Ohio. The purpose of this filing Is to 


eliminate the gateway of Madison, in. 
diana. 

By the Commission. 

(seal! Robert L Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75--24023 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am) 

I Notice No. 856) 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

September 15. 1975. 
Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment. cancellation or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include cases 
previously assigned hearing dates. The 
hearings will be on the issues as presently 
reflected in the Official Docket of the 
Commission. An attempt will be made to 
publish notices of cancellation of hear¬ 
ings as promptly as possible, but inter¬ 
ested parties should take appropriate 
steps to insure that they are notified of 
cancellation or postponements of hear¬ 
ings in which they are interested. 

I & S 9074, Increased Rates on Frown 
Fruits and Vegetables, X-313. now be¬ 
ing assigned October 29.1975. in Wash¬ 
ington. D.C., at the Offices of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission. 

MC 110144 (Sub-No. 14). Jack C. Robin¬ 
son, dba Robinson Freight Lines, now 
being assigned November 12, 1975 <3 
days > at Cleveland. Tennessee, in Holi¬ 
day Inn-Downtown. Highways 118:64. 
MC 139871 Sub 2. Chi-Ru L ea s i n g k 
Trucking, Inc., now assigned October i. 
1975. at Chicago, Illinois, will be held 
in Room 1665, Everett McKinley Dirk- 
sen Bldg.. 219 South Dearborn Street 
MC 140920. B. T. Cartage Co., now As¬ 
signed September 18,1975, at Birming¬ 
ham. Ala.. Is canceled and application 
dismissed. 

MC 123407 Sub 194. Sawyer Transport, 
Inc., now assigned October 29, 1975, 
at New Orleans. Louisiana, will be held 
in the GSA Conference Room 105. UB 
Court of Appeals Bldg., 600 Camp 
Street. 

MC 531 8ub-306. Younger Brother* Inc : MC 
102567 Sub 176. McNair Transport, InC , 
and MC 111401 Sub 443, Groendyke Trw*- 
port, Inc., now assigned October 30, 19** 
at New Orleans, Louisiana, will be held W 
the OSA Conference Room 105. UB Court 
of Appeals Bldg.. 600 Camp Street. 

MC 63792 Sub 25. Tom Hicks Transfer Com¬ 
pany. Inc., now assigned November 3. lW 
at New Orleans, Louisiana, will be held m 
the OSA Conference Room 106, U 8. Court 
of Appeals Bldg. 600 Camp St. 

MC 136315 8ub 5. Olen Burrage TruckW 
Inc., now assigned November 5. 1975 s 
New Orleans, Louisiana, will be he.d m 
the OSA Conference Room 105, UB. Court 
of Appeals Bldg . 600 Camp Street. 

MC 111729 Sub 497. Purolator Courier cor¬ 
poration. now assigned September 22, w 
at Washington, D.C,: September 24. 
at Philadelphia. Pa.; September 29. l»£ 
at Boston, Maite ; October 2. 1976. at New 
York. N.Y^ and November 3.1975, at W asr. 
lag ton, DC, are cancelled and thU pro¬ 
ceeding is reassigned for hearing on - P 
teenber 30. 1975. at the Office of the Inter 
state Commerce Commission. Wsahi• 
DC. 
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Mr 109004 (Sub-No. 30). Tex-O-Ka-N 
Transportation Company. Inc,, now a*- 
I September 18. 1075, at Birmingham. 
Ala., is postponed indefinitely. 

MC 504 Sub-102, Harper Motor Unas. Inc., 
now assigned October 7, 1975, at Atlanta. 
Ga., U postponed Indefinitely. 

MC 2386 Sub 5. William Corbitt, Inc., now 
being assigned November 6, 1975 at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Washington. D.C. 

MC 102817 Sub-21, Perkins Furniture Trans- 
f^rt, Inc., now assigned October 29. 1975 at 
, (Uunapolis, Indiana will bo held In Room 
ix*8. State Office Building, 100 North Senate 
AvcnuC 

MC 133977 Sub-20. Gene's, Inc., now assigned 
November 8. 1975 at Columbus. Ohio, will 
be held In Room 238. Federal Building & 
US. Courthouse, 85 Marconi Boulevard 
MC 125035 Sub-42, Ray E. Brown Trucking. 
Inc., now assigned November 4. 1975 at 
Columbus, Ohio, will be held in Room 235. 
F«*Ueral Building Ac US, Courthouse, 85 
Marconi Boulevard. 

MC 87103 8ub-16, .Miller Transfer and Rig¬ 
ging Co., now assigned November 5. 1975 
ot Columbus, Ohio, win be held tn Room 
23f Federal Building & U8. Courthouse 
83 Marconi Boulevard. 

MC 51146 Sub-401. Schneider Transport, Inc., 
no assigned November 6. 1975 at Colum¬ 
bia Ohio, will be held In Room 235. Fed¬ 
eral Building Ac VB. Courthouse, 85 Mar¬ 
gin Boulevard. 

MC r.0083 Sub 104. Smith's Transfer Corpo¬ 
ration, now assigned October 15. 1975 at 
Coiambus, Ohio, will be held in Room 235, 
Ft Jt-ral Bldg., 85 Marconi Blvd. 

Me 119875 Sub-5. War Hunt Trucking Co., 
I:k, and MC 139973 8ub 3. J. H Ware 
Trucking, Inc., now being assigned Novem¬ 
ber in, 1970, at the Offices of the Interstate 
c-->mroero# Commission Washington. D.C. 
MC 48501 Sub-18. Indiana Motor Bus Com¬ 
pany. now being assigned November 11, 
1*75. (3 days) at 8outh Bend. Ind.. in a 
hearing room to bo later designated. 

MC 51313 8ub-14. Bowling Green Transfer, 
Inc, now being assigned November 14. 
1TT3. (l day) at Chicago, Ill., tn a hearing 
n- tn to be Later designated. 

AB 4;j Sub-4. Illinois Central Gulf Railroad 
Company Abandonment Between Silver 
Creek. Lawrence County, and Mendenhall, 
birnpson County. Mississippi, now assigned 
October 10, 1975 at Mendenhall. Mis*i»- 
be held in the Circuit Court 
Room. 101 court 8t. 

M: ' 72243 Sub-48. The Aetna Freight Lines 
inc.. now assigned October 20. 1976 at 
how Orleans, Louisiana, will be held in the 
xlg&sd October 23. 1975. at New Orleans. 
e . Banc Courtroom. VB. Chun of Appeals 
Bldg . coo Camp St, 

Me 124170 Bub-40. Frost ways, Inc . now as- 
•^ntd October 22. 1978. at New Orleans. 
Louisiana, will be held in the Circuit Court 
ft >om, ioi Court Street. 

Xo Mc-p-i 3 4| 6 . Kaln’s Motor Service Corp.— 

!]!! 15**~ A l* ch * Alr - Freight, Inc- and 
J? c 671 ** Sub 23. Kaln*s Motor Service 
torp. now being assigned November 17. 

ht Ch,c *« 0 ’ m.: In a hearing 
r M tn to he designated later. 

111 ™ Mlckow Corporation. 

October 15. 1976 at Chicago 
h * ld ,n Room 1M0A, Everett 

“ * ? BWe - 3,0 8o,,lh DeRr * 

^5? V?* Qu * u,t 5' CMrtcm. Inc and 
J L b 3 ~ J - U ****** d/b/a 

O *obJ? , SSf ll ?2S Truckln g. assigned 
t* .“J ® 75 *! d»lca«o. Illinois, will 
10MA - McKinley 

Ik-. 219 South Dearborn Street. 


MC-F-12417. All-American. Inc.—Purchwc— 
Hajek Trucking Co . Inc., and—Control- 
Admiral Leasing Co., Inc., now assigned 
October 20, 1975 at Chicago. Illinois, will 
be held in Room 871. Everett McKinley 
Dlrksen Bldg. 219 South Dearborn Street. 
MC 51146 Sub 408, Schneider Transport, Inc, 
now assigned October 16, 1975, at Chicago, 
Illinois, will be held in Room 871. Everett 
McKinley Dlrksen Bldg., 219 6. Dearborn 
Street. 

MC 33446 Sub 3. The Redifer Bus Company, 
now being assigned November »2. 1976 (8 
days), at Cleveland, Ohio; in a hearing 
room to bo later designated. 

MC 140217 Sub 1. Clyde Hunsaker d/to/a 
Hunsaker Trucking, now assigned October 
17. 1975 at Chicago. Illlnola. will b© held 
In Room 1183. Everett McKinley Dlrksen 
Bldg . 219 8. Dearborn St. 

MC 119777 Sub 318, Ligon Specialized Hauler. 
Inc., now assigned October 15, 1975 at 
Chicago, IUlnott, will be held tn Room 
1183, Everett McKinley Dlrksen Bldg.. 219 
S. Dearborn St. 

MC 128030 Sub 79, The Stout Trucking Co., 
Inc., now assigned October 20. 1976 at 
Chicago, Illinois, will be held In Room 1183, 
Everett McKinley Dlrksen Bldg, 219 8. 
Dearborn 8t. 

MC 117883 Sub 200 , Subler Transfer, Inc., 
now being assigned November 17, 1975 
(2 days) at Columbus, Ohio; in a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

MC 99780 Sub 44. Chipper Cartage Company. 
Inc., now assigned October 29, 1975 at 
Chicago, Illinois, will be held in Room 
1685, Everett McKinley Dlrksen Bldg .219 
South Dearborn Street. 

MC 52861 8ub 39, Wills Trucking. Inc., now 
being assigned November 19, 1975 ( 3 days) 
at Columbus. Ohio; in a hearing room to be 
later designated. 

MC 04932 Sub 549. Rogers Cartage Co., now 
assigned October 29. 1975 at Chicago. Illi¬ 
nois. will be held In Room 1086A. Everett 
McKinley Dlrksen Bldg , 319 8outh Dear¬ 
born 8trect. 

MC 95876 Sub 160. Anderson Trucking Serv¬ 
ice. Inc. and MC 123407 Sub-222, Sawyer 
Transport, Inc., now assigned October 30. 
1975 at Chicago. HllnoU. will be held in 
Room 1086A, Everett McKinley Dlrksen 
Bldg.. 219 South Dearborn 8treer 
MC-F-12284. Mayfield Transfer Ac Storage Co 
Inc.—Purchase (portion)—Fred OUon Mo¬ 
tor Service Company, now assigned No¬ 
vember 3, 1975 at Chicago, DUnois, will be 
held in Room 1086A, Everett McKinley 
Dlrksen Bldg.. 219 South Dearborn street. 
MC 140599. Hi-Cube Transport. Inc., now 
being assigned December 9, 1975. at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington. D.C, 

MC J15519 8ub 30. Frederick Transport Lim¬ 
ited, now be lug assigned November 4. 1975, 
at the Offices of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Washington. D.C. 

MC 8535 Sub 63. George Transfer Ac Riggins 
Commerce Commission. Washington, D.C. 
ber 9, 1975, at the Offices of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Washington. D.C. 

MC 61592 Sub 339. Jenkins Truck Line. Inc 
now assigned October 29. 1975 at Chicago. 
Illinois, will be held In Room 87!, Everett 
McKinley Dlrksen Bldg., 219 South Dear¬ 
born St. 

MC 106674 Sub 149, Schllli Motor Line*. Inc 
now assigned October 30. 1975 at Chicago! 
Illinois, will be held In Room 871, Everett 
McKinley Dlrknen Bldg., 219 South Dear¬ 
born Street. 

MC 113855 Sub 306. International Transport, 
Inc., now assigned November 3. 1975 at 
Chicago, Illinois, will be held in Room 871. 
Everett McKinley Dlrksen Bldg, 219 South 
Dearborn 6 tree!. 
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FF-347 Sub 1. Sal. Inc . now assigned No¬ 
vember 6, 1975 at Chicago. Illinois, will be 
held in Room 871. Everett McKinley Dirk- 
aen Bldg., 219 South Dearborn Street. 

AB 20 Sub 9, Southern Railway Company 
Abandonment of Operations between At¬ 
lanta Junction. Georgia Ac Piedmont. Ala¬ 
bama now being assigned December 2. 1975. 
at Rome. Oeorgla; in a hearing room to be 
later designated. 

MC 61592 Sub 853. Jenkins TYuck Line. Inc., 
now being assigned December 5. 1975. at 
Atlanta. Oa. (1 day); in a hearing room 
to be later designated. 

MC 125777 Sub 181, Jack Gray Transport. Inc . 
now being assigned November 13. 1975 (2 
days), at Chicago, Illinois, in a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

MC 115854 Sub 38. Tennessee Cartage Co., 
Inc., now being assigned December 8. 1975. 
at Atlanta, Ga.; in a hearing room' to be 
later designated. 

MC 95540 Sub 927. Watkins Motor Lines. Inc. 
now being assigned December 10, 1975, at 
Atlanta. Oa.; in a hearing room to be later 
designated. 

MC 99149 <8ub-No. 11)* Midway Motor 
Freight Lines, Inc. now being assigned 
December 2, 1976 (9 day») at Little Rock. 
Arkansan In a hearing room to be desig¬ 
nated later. 

AB 1 (Sub-No. 26), Chicago and North West¬ 
ern Transportation Company Abandon¬ 
ment between Dakota City and Wayne, in 
Dixon and Wayne Counties. Nebraska, now 
being assigned November 11, 1975 (2 days), 
fct Wayne, Nebraska, in a hearing room to 
be later designated. 

MC 124211 Sub 284. Hilt Truck Line. Inc , now 
being assigned November 13. 1975 (2 days), 
at Omaha. Nebr., in a hearing room 
to be later designated. 

MC-P-12524 Silvey Refrigerated Carriers. 
Inc—Purchase < Portion) —Road Runner 
Trucking, Inc., now being assigned Novem¬ 
ber 17, 1975, at Omaha. Nebr. (2 days), tn a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 124211 Sub 263, Hilt Truck Unc. Inc. 
now being assigned November 19. 1975 (3 
day»). at Omaha. Nebr., in a bearing room 
to be later designated. 

T seal I Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary . 

IFR Doc.75-24926 Filed 9-17-75;8:45 am) 


(T.C.C. Order 118, Arndt. 0; Rev. 8er. Order 
994) 

CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY OF 
NEW JERSEY 

Rerouting of Traffic 

To alt railroads: Upon further con¬ 
sideration of I.C.C. Order No. 118 (Cen¬ 
tral Railroad Company of New Jersey. 
Robert D. Timpany, Trustee) and good 
cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered , That: 

I-C.C. Order No. 118 be, and It Is hereby, 
amended by substituting the following 
paragraph (g) for paragraph <g) 
thereof: 

(g) Expiration date . This order shall 
expire at 11:59 pjn.. March 31, 1976, un¬ 
less otherwise modified, changed or sus¬ 
pended. 

It is further ordered , That this amend¬ 
ment shall become effective at 11:59 pjn.. 
September 30, 1975, and that this order 
shall be served upon the Association of 
American Railroads, Car Service Divi¬ 
sion, as agent of all railroads subscribing 
to the car service and cor hire agreement 
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under the terms of that agreement, and 
upon the American Short line Railroad 
Association: and that it be filed with 
the Director, Office of the Federal 
Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C.. Septem¬ 
ber 10, 1075. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

R. D. Pfamlkr. 

Agent 

IFR Doc.75-24030 Filed 9-17-76;0:45 am) 


(Ex Parte No. 241; Fourth Revised Exemption 
No. 89. Arndt, 11 

MANDATORY CAR SERVICE RULES 
EXEMPTION 

Exemption Under Provision of Rule 19 of 

the Mandatory Car Service Rules 

Ordered in Ex Parte No. 241 

To all railroads. Upon further consid¬ 
eration of Exemption No. 80 Issued No¬ 
vember 25. 1974. 

It is ordered . That, under the author¬ 
ity vested in me by Car Service Rule 19, 
Fourth Revised Exemption No. 89 to the 
Mandatory Car Service Rules, ordered in 
Ex Parte No. 241. be. and it Is hereby 
amended to expire October 31, 1975. 

This amendment shall become effective 
September 15,1975. 

Issued at Washington. DC., Septem¬ 
ber 9, 1975. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

I seal) R. D. Pfahlkr. 

Agent 

|FR Doc.75-24929 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am) 


|AB 2 (Bub-No. 7)) 

LOUISVILLE AND NASHVILLE RAILROAD 
CO. 

Abandonment of Service 

September 15. 1975. 

In the matter of LouLsvllle and Nash¬ 
ville Railroad Company, abandonment 
between Hartsville Junction. Tennessee, 
and Scottsvtlle, Kentucky. In Sumner 
County, Tennessee, and Allen County. 
Kentucky. 

Present: Virginia Mae Brown. Com¬ 
missioner. to whom the matter which Is 
the subject of this order has been as¬ 
signed for action thereon. 

Upon consideration of the record In 
the above-entitled proceeding, and of a 
staff-prepared environmental threshold 
assessment survey which Ls available for 
public Inspection upon request; and 

It appearing , That no environmental 
Impact statement need be issued In this 
proceeding because this proceeding does 
not represent a major Federal action sig¬ 
nificantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act Of 1969. 42 U.&C. 99 4321. et seq.: 
and good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered, That applicant be. and 
It ls hereby, directed to publish the 
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appended notice In a newspaper of gen¬ 
eral circulation in Sumner County, Term, 
and Allen County. Ky., on or before 
September 30, 1975 and certify to the 
Commission that this has been accom¬ 
plished. 

And it is further ordered . That notice 
of tills finding shall be given to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy of this 
order and the attached notice in the Of¬ 
fice of the Secretary, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission. Washington. D.C., for 
public Inspection, and by delivering a 
copy of the notice to the Director. Of¬ 
fice of the Federal Register, for publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register as notice to 
interested persons. 

Dated at Washington. D.C., this 9Ui 
day of September, 1975. 

By the Commission. Commissioner 
Brown. 

I seal 1 Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that by order dated 
September 9. 1975, It has been deter¬ 
mined that the proposed abandonment 
of the 26.1 mile line of the Louisville and 
Nashville Railroad Company between 
Hartsvllle Junction, Sumner County, 
Tenn. and Scotuvliie. Allen County. Ky.. 
If approved by the Commission, does not 
constitute a major Federal action signifi¬ 
cantly affecting the quality of the human 
environment within the meaning of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 iNEPA), 42 U.S.C. 59 4321. ct seq., 
and that preparation of a detailed envi¬ 
ronmental impact statement will not be 
required under section 4332(2) (C) of the 
NEPA. 

It was concluded, among other things, 
that (1) the anticipated permanent di¬ 
version of rail traffic of up to approxi¬ 
mately four trucks a day is expected to 
create only minimal air pollution, safety 
hazard, fuel consumption, noise, and 
highway congestion alterations. <2) there 
are no definitive land use plans related 
to the line proposed for abandonment, 
and <3> the historic and ecological ef¬ 
fects are minor. 

This determination was based upon the 
staff preparation and consideration of an 
environmental threshold assessment sur¬ 
vey. which Is available on request to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. Office 
of Proceeding, Washington, D.C. 20423: 
telephone 202-343-7966. 

Interested persona may comment on 
this matter by filing their statements in 
writing with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C.. 20423. on 
or before October 15,1975. 

Tills negative environmental deter¬ 
mination shall become final unless good 
and sufficient reason demonstrating why 
an environmental impact statement 
should be prepared for this action is sub¬ 
mitted to the Commission by the above- 
specified date. 

(FR Doc.75-34952 Filed 9-17-75.8:45 am| 


(AB 2 (Qub-No. 5)1 

LOUISVILLE AND NASHVILLE RAILROAD 
CO. 

Abandonment of Service 

In the matter of Louisville and Nash¬ 
ville Railroad Company, abandonment 
between Colesburg and Hohenwald. in 
Dickson. Hickman, and Lewis Counties 
Tennessee. 

Present: Virginia Mae Brown. Commis¬ 
sioner, to whom the matter which Is the 
subject of this order has been assigned 
for action thereon. 

Upon consideration of the record in 
the above-entitled proceeding, and of a 
staff-prepared environmental threshold 
assessment survey which is available for 
public Inspection upon request; and 
It appearing. That no environmental 
impact statement need be issued in thb 
proceeding because this proceeding does 
not represent a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the m oa ning 
of the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969, 42 U.S.C. 99 4321, et seq.: and 
good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered. That applicant be. and 
it is hereby, directed to publish the ap¬ 
pended notice In a newspaper of general 
circulation in Dickson, Hickman, and 
Lewis Counties, Tenn., on or before Sep¬ 
tember 30, 1975 and certify to the Com¬ 
mission that this has been accoraplhhMi 
And it is further ordered . That notice 
of this finding shall be given to the* kcu- 
eral public by depositing a copy of this 
order and the attached notice in the 
Office of tile Secretary. Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Washington. D.C.. for 
public inspection, and by delivering a 
copy of the notice to the Director. Office 
of the Federal Register, for publication 
in the Federal Recister as notice to In¬ 
terested persons. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 9th 
day of September. 1975. 

By the Commission. Commisniorer 
Brown. 

[seal 1 Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that by order dated 
September 9. 1975. it has been deter¬ 
mined that the proposed abandonment 
of the 50.5 mile line of the Louisville and 
Nashville Railroad Company between 
Colesburg and Hohenwald. in Dickson 
Hickman, and Lewi* bounties. Tenn . if 
approved by the Commission, does not 
constitute a major Federal action si«- 
ntficantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (NEPA). 42 USC. 19 4321. 
cf seq.. and that preparation of a detailed 
environmental Impact statement will not 
be required under section 4332< 2) <C> oi 
the NEPA. . 4WI „ 

It was concluded, among other thin? 
that the environmental impacts of tnc 
proposed action are considered Insignifi¬ 
cant because adequate highways exist tn 
the area to accommodate the increase in 
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motor carrier traffic necessary to replace 
current rail operations, the resulting air 
pollution, fuel consumption, intrusive 
noise, and safety hazard alterations 
would be minor, and there would be no 
historic or major ecological Impacts 
involved. 

This determination was based upon 
the staff preparation and consideration 
of an environmental threshold assess¬ 
ment survey, which is available on re¬ 
quest to the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. Office of Proceedings. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20423; telephone 202-343- 
7966. 

Interested persons may comment on 
this matter by filing their statements in 
writing with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington. D.C.. 20423. 
on or before October 15.1975. 

This negative environmental determi¬ 
nation shall become final unless good 
and sufficient reason demonstrating why 
an environmental Impact statement 
should be prepared for this action is sub¬ 
mitted to the Commission by the above- 
specified date. 

[FR Doc.75-24933 Piled 9-17-75;8:43 am] 


[Notice No. 781 

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

September 18, 1975. 

Synopses of orders entered by the Mo¬ 
tor Carrier Board of the Commission 
pursuant to Sections 212(b). 206(a), 211, 
312<b>. and 410<g) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act. snd rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
1132), appear below; 

Each application (except as otherwise 
specifically noted) filed after March 27, 
1972 contains a statement by applicants 
that there will be no significant effect on 
the quality of the human environment 
resulting from approval of the applica¬ 
tion. As provided In the Commission’s 
special Rules of Practice any Interested 
person may flic a petition seeking recon- 
e.cleratlon of the following numbered 
proceedings on or before October 8. 1975. 
Pursuant to Section 17(8) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act. the filing of such a 
Petition will postpone the effective date 
of the order in that proceeding pending 

^position. The matters relied upon 
oy petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-75767. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 12. 1975, the Motor Carrier 
Doara on reconsideration approved the 
transfer to Texas Metal Carriers. Inc., 
Ttx " of Ulc Wilting rights In 
Certificates Nos. MC-133777 (Sub-Nos. 

4. and 5), issued February 20. 1970. 
Member 7, 1971, and June X. 1972, re¬ 
spectively, to Metal Carriers, Inc., Ennis, 
Tux., authorizing the transportation of 
* crap non-ferrous metals, between points 
u Texas, Arkansas, Oklahoma, and 
Toxas; from Dallas andJFort Worth, 
Tex.. u> points in Illinois. Missouri, and 
' nnessee, and between points in Texas, 
on the one hand. and. on the other. In¬ 


diana, Kentucky. Mississippi, Alabama, 
and Louisiana. Clayte Binlon. 1108 Con¬ 
tinental Life Building. Fbrt Worth, 
Texas 76102, Attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-76049. By order entered 
September 12. 1975, the Motor Carrier 
Board approved the transfer to Gain's 
Express. Incorporated. Worcester, Mass., 
of the operating rights set forth in Cer¬ 
tificate No. MC-55665. issued May 19. 
1964, to Joseph S. Sak. doing business as 
Gain’s Express. Worcester. Mass., au¬ 
thorizing the transportation of general 
commodities, with the usual exceptions, 
between Jefferson, and Worcester, Mass., 
over specified routes, serving the inter¬ 
mediate point of Holden, Mass. Joseph S. 
Sak. 84 Westborough St., Worcester. 
Mass. 01694, representative for appli¬ 
cants. 

No. MC—FC—76067. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 12.1975, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to Richard A. 
Stevenson and Lewis D. Engel, a part¬ 
nership, d/b/a Rite-Way Auto Service 
and East Towne Arco, Madison, Wiscon¬ 
sin, of Certificates Nos. MC-119126 and 
MC-119126 Sub-1. Issued May 11, i960, 
and February 7, 1961. to Rite-Way Auto 
Service. Incorporated. Madison. Wiscon¬ 
sin. authorizing the transportation of 
wrecked or disabled buses, trucks and 
truck tractors from, to, and between 
points in Iowa. Michigan, Illinois, and 
Wisconsin. Edward Solle Executive 
Bldg., Suite 100. 4513 Vernon Blvd., 
Madison. Wis. 53705. Attorney for Ap¬ 
plicants. 

No. MC—FC—76069. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 12. 1975, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to Acuff Enter¬ 
prises, Inc.. Memphis. Tenn., of Certifi¬ 
cate No. MC-108008, issued September 
14, 1950. to Mary Alya Acuff, d/b/a 
Crosstown Transfer & Storage Co„ Mem¬ 
phis, Tenn., authorizing the transporta¬ 
tion of household goods between points 
in Tennessee on the one hand, and. on 
the otlier, points in Arkansas and Missis¬ 
sippi. Sam F. Cole, Jr.. Attorney at Law. 
724 Commerce Title Building, Memphis, 
Tenrt. 38103, Attorney for Applicants. 

I seal 1 Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc 76. 24924 Filed 9-17-75:0:45 un| 


(Notice No. 70J 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

September 18, 1975. 

Application filed for temporary au¬ 
thority under Section 210a<b) In con¬ 
nection with transfer application under 
Section 212(b) and Transfer Rules. 49 
CFR Part 1132: 

No. MC-FC-76021. By application filed 
September 10, 1975, RUTGERS EX¬ 
PRESS INC., 189 Townsend St., New 
Brunswick. NJ 08901, seeks temporary 
authority to lease the operating rights 
olMtG TRANSPORTATION, 51 New 
Brunswick, Hopelawn, NJ 08861, under 
section 210a(b). The transfer to RUT- 


OERS EXPRESS. INC . of the operating 
rights of M & G TRANSPORTATION. Is 
presently pending. 

By the Commission. 

( seal ] Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary . 

IFR Doc.75-24025 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 iun| 

MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD CO. AND 
SEABOARD COAST LINE RAILROAD CO. 

Exemption From Mandatory Car Service 
Rules 

Exemption under provision of rule 19 
of the Mandatory Car Service rules 
ordered in Ex Parte No. 241. Exemption 
No. 101. 

To: Missouri Pacific Railroad Com¬ 
pany and Seaboard Coast Line Railroad 
Company. 

It appearing. That the Missouri Paci¬ 
fic Railroad Company (MP) and Sea¬ 
board Coast Line Railroad Company 
(8CL) have each agreed to the unre¬ 
stricted use by the other of its plain 
boxcars; and that such mutual use of 
boxcars will increase car utilization by 
reductions in switching and movements 
of empty boxcars. 

It is ordered . That pursuant to the au¬ 
thority vested in me by Car 8ervlce Rule 
19, plain boxcars described in the Official 
Railway Equipment Register. I.C.C. 
R E R. No. 396. issued by W. J. Trezlse. 
or successive issues thereof, as having 
mechanical designation “XM" and bear¬ 
ing reporting marks listed herein, may 
be used by the MP and 8CL without 
regard to the requirements of Car Service 
Rules 1(a), 2(a), and 2ib>. 

MtMourt Pacific Railroad Company. Report¬ 
ing mark*; MPCEI-MI-TP 
Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Company. Re¬ 
porting marks: SCL-ACL-CWC-SAL 

Effective September 5. 1975, and con¬ 
tinuing in effect until further order of 
tills Commission. 

Issued at Washington. DC., Septem¬ 
ber 5.1975. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

Lewis R. Teeple, 

Agent. 

(FR Doc.75-24928 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am] 


(SXALl 


(I.C.C. Order 76, Arndt. 8: Rev. Ser. Order 9941 

READING CO. 

Rerouting of Traffic 

TO ALL RAILROADS: Upon further 
consideration of LC.C. Order No. 76 
(Reading Company) and good cause ap¬ 
pearing therefor: 

It is ordered. That: 

I.C.C. Order No. 76 be, and it is hereby, 
amended by substituting the following 
paragraph (g) for paragraph <g> 
thereof: 

(g) Expiration date . This order shall 
expire at 11:59 pjn., March 16, 1976. 
unless otherwise modified, changed or 
suspended. 

It is further ordered. That this amend¬ 
ment shall become effective at 11:59 pjn.. 
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September 15, 1975, and that this order 
shall be served upon the Association of 
American Railroads, Car Service Divi¬ 
sion. os agent of all railroads subscribing 
to the car service and car hire agreement 
under the terms of that agreement, and 
upon the American Short Line Railroad 
Association; and that it be filed wtth the 
Director. Office of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington. D.C.. Septem¬ 
ber 8. 1975. 

Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. 

I seal 1 R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[PR DOC.7S 21W1 Plied 9-17-75.8:45 am) 


(AB33 (Sub. No. 8): Finance Docket 
No. 877871 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD CO. AND 
MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD CO. 


Abandonment of Service and Acquisition 
and Operation of Certain Trackage 

September 15.1975. 

In the matter of Union Pacific Rail¬ 
road Company, abandonment portion 
Leavenworth Branch between Leaven¬ 
worth and Tonganoxie. in Leavenworth 
County, Kansas, and Missouri Pacific 
Railroad Company—acquisition and op¬ 
eration—of certain trackage of the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company at 
Leavenworth and Cochrane. Kansas. 

President: Virginia Mae Brown. Com¬ 
missioner. to whom the matter which is 
the subject of this order has been as¬ 
signed for action thereon. 

Upon consideration of the record in 
the above-entitled proceedings, and of a 
staff-prepared environmental threshold 
assessment survey which is available for 
public inspection upon request; and 

It appearing. That no environmental 
Impact statement need be Issued in these 
proceedings because these proceedings do 


not represent a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1989. 42 U.S.C. ft! 4321. et scq.: 
and good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered . That applicant be. and 
it is hereby, directed to publish the ap¬ 
pended notice in a newspaper of general 
circulation in Leavenworth County. 
Kanr>.. on or before September 30, 1975 
and certify to the Commission that this 
has been accomplished. 

And it is further ordered. That notice 
of this finding shall be given to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy of this 
order and the attached notice in the 
Office of the Secretary, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Washington. D.C., 
for public inspection, and by delivering a 
copy of the notice to the Director. Office 
of the Federal Register, for publication 
In the Federal Register ns notice to in¬ 
terested persons. 

Dated at Washington, D.C„ this 9th 
day of September. 1975. 

By the Commission, Commissioner 
Brown. 

1 seal J Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that by order dated 
September 9. 1975. it has been deter¬ 
mined that the proposed abandonment 
by the Union Pacific Railroad Company 
of its line of railroad between Leaven¬ 
worth and Tonganoxie. a distance of 
21.03 railed, and the Missouri Pacific Rail¬ 
road company's proposed acquisi¬ 
tion and operation of certain track¬ 
age of the subject line between Leaven¬ 
worth and Cochrane, all in Leavenworth 
County. Kans.. if approved by the Com¬ 
mission. does not constitute a major Fed¬ 
eral action significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment with¬ 
in the meaning of the National Environ¬ 


mental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA). 42 
UB.C. §ft 4321, et seq . and that prepara¬ 
tion of a detailed environmental impact 
statement will not be required under sec¬ 
tion 4332(2) (O of the NEPA. 

It was concluded, among other thin*’. 
that the environmental impacts of the 
proposed action are considered insignifi¬ 
cant because (1) the volume of traffic on 
the subject line has been oomistenUy 
low. (2) the affected stations at Leaven¬ 
worth. Alfa, Lansing, and Tonganoxie 
will continue to have rail service. (3) an 
abandonment approval will be consistent 
with plans enabling the Missouri Pacific 
Railroad Company to acquire and oper¬ 
ate certain trackage between Leaven¬ 
worth and Cochrane. (41 theeUminnUcn 
of the subject line near Lansing could 
result in lower construction costs of a 
planned state freeway which would 
otherwise require various railroad-high¬ 
way crossings in that area, and (5> there 
is the absence of any major historic, 
safety, and ecological aspects associated 
with the proposal. In addition, the State 
of Kansas lias expressed an interest in 
obtaining part of the right-of-way prop¬ 
erty for public use. 

This determination was based upon Uic 
staff preparation and consideration of 
an environmental threshold OWMiun ent 
survey, which Is available on request to 
the interstate Commerce Commission. 
Office of Proceedings, Washington. D.C. 
20423; telephone 202-343-7968. 

Interested persons may comment on 
this matter by filing their statement in 
writing with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., 20423, on 
or before October 15. 1975. 

Tills negative environmental determi¬ 
nation Khali become final unless good am 
sufficient reason demonstrating why an 
environmental Impact statement should 
bo prepared for this action Is submitted 
to the Commission by the above-specified 
date. 

(PR DOC.75-24934 Plied 9-17-75:8:46 Mn| 
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 

I Notice 1975-46, AOR 1976-49. 1975-68— 

1975-651 

ADVISORY OPINION REQUESTS 

In accordance with the procedures set 
forth in the Commission’s Notice 1975-4, 
published on June 24.1975 (40 FR 26660). 
Advisory Opinion Requests 1975-49 and 
1975-58 through 1975-65 arc published 
today. Some of the Requests consist of 
similar inquiries from several sources 
which have been consolidated In cases 
where appropriate. 

Interested persons wishing to comment 
on the subject matter of any Advisory 
Opinion Request may submit written 
views with respect to such requests within 
10 calendar days of the date of the pub¬ 
lication of tlie request in the Federal 
Register. Such submission should be sent 
to the Federal Election Commission. Of¬ 
fice of General Counsel. Advisory Opinion 
Section. 1325 K Street. NW.. Washington. 
D.C. 20463. Persons requiring additional 
time in which to respond to any Advisory 
Opinion Request will normally be granted 
such time upon written request to the 
Commission. All timely comments re¬ 
ceived by the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission before It is¬ 
sues an advisory opinion. The Commis¬ 
sion recommends that comments on 
pending Advisory Opinion Requests refer 
to the specific AOR number of the Re¬ 
quest commented upon and that statu¬ 
tory references be to the United States 
Code citations, rather titan to the Public 
Law Citations. 

AOR 1975—49: Reporting and Alloca¬ 
tion of Fundraising Costs (Request 
Edited by the Commission*. 

Dear Sir: We are working in the Tom 
Hayden campaign for U.8. Senate in 
California. Wc need a specific [ advisory 1 
opinion as to fund raising, 1.*. 

Committee To Elect Tom Hayden 
Presents 

Artist To Be Announced 
at the Paramount Theater 
August 24,1976 
Tickets: 15,$6. A $7 

An immediate disclosure problem 
arises in the production of a concert. 

• • • 

' xhe tickets for the above concert are 
scaled at less than $10. Do we have to get 
every name of every person who attends 
the concert? If wc do not, i.e. only those 
whose contribution exceeds $10. do we 
allocate the contribution, according to 
cost? For example. 

OroM receipt*—-—-$30,000 

Cofit__-__ 10,000 

Portion allocable to contri¬ 
bution -- IQ* 000 

$20. 000 or & 

One-half of $7.00 equals $3.50. Therefore, 
if a person buys two tickets for $14.00 
their contribution is less than $10.00, 
one-hall of $14.00 equals $7.00. 

Further, what about cumulative totals. 
The above contribution of $7.00 for tl\is 
event may be matched by subsequent 
ticket purchases or contributions. In de¬ 


termining the aggregate of a person’s 
contributions, the treasurer shall list 
contributions from the same donor un¬ 
der the same name. In each instance 
when a contribution received from a per¬ 
son in a reporting period is added to 
previously reported unitemized contri¬ 
butions from the same contribution and 
the aggregate exceeds $100, the name, 
address, occupation, principal place of 
business, if any. of that contributor shall 
then be listed on the prescribed report¬ 
ing forms. Because of this reporting re¬ 
quirement, should every person who at¬ 
tends a concert list their name, address 
and occupation? 

Gary L. Jackson. 

Source: Gory L. Jiurkuon, Accountant for 
Concern for Tom Hayden for US. Senate. 
435 Los Palinos Drive, San Frmnclaco. Cali¬ 
fornia 94127. (July 23. 1976.) 


Island. We • • • C request an advisory 
opinion) regarding the following: 

*The State of Rhode Island campaign 
law allows corporate political contribu¬ 
tions. Would it be permissible to accept 
corporate donations • • ♦ I in connect lor. 
with a fundraising event at which a 
presidential candidate appears! as Ion?! 
as they were kept In a separate bank ac¬ 
count and not used for any Federal can¬ 
didate or committee? These funds would 
be used for State candidates and would 
not be used by the Republican Stats 
Committee/ 

. . ♦ 

H. James Field. Jr.. 

Slate Chairman 

Source: H. Pield, Jr., State Chair- 

man. Rhode Island Republican 8tatc Central 
Committee. Turk* Head BuUdlng. Providence, 
Rhode Island 02903. (July 21. 1976.) 


AOR 1975-58: Transfer of Surplus Cam¬ 
paign Funds to Congressional Office 
Account (Request Edited by the 
Commission). 

[Commlssioners:! I request an opinion 
concerning the use of money raised for 
campaign purposes. 

Specifically, can money raised under 
the federal election law be used to pay 
for office expenses of a Member of Con¬ 
gress? 

The facts relating to my request are 
the following: 

(1) My office account, also known 
commonly as my stationery account pro¬ 
vided to me os a Member of Congress, is 
without funds. 

<2)1 need funds to continue the nor¬ 
mal office operations of my Congres¬ 
sional office. (For example, paper, books, 
office supplies, etc.) 

(3) My campaign account, duly filed 
and maintained under the Federal Elec¬ 
tion Laws, has several thousand dollars 
in it. 

<4> The money in the campaign ac¬ 
count was raised in 1975 for purposes 
of paying off my campaign debts result¬ 
ing from the 1974 election. 

Can I transfer some of the money in 
my campaign account to my Congres¬ 
sional office account to cover the normal 
expenses of the operation of my office? 
Can funds raised in 1975 for purposes of 
eliminating a 1974 campaign debts be 
termed surplus funds, thus available for 
Congressional office expenses? 

If the answer to my. request is in the 
affirmative, what are the legal conse¬ 
quences of transferring such funds to my 
office account? 

James J. Blanchard. 
Member o/ Congress . 

Source: RoprofionUtins Jamea J. Blanchard. 
Houao of Representatives. Washington. D C. 
20515. (August 19, 1976.) 

AOR 1975-59: Acceptance of Corporate 
Contributions for Non-Federal Pur¬ 
poses < Request Edited by the Com¬ 
mission). 

Gentlemen : On August 30,1975, Presi¬ 
dent Gerald R. Ford will be the guest 
of honor at a fundraiser here in Rhode 


AOR 1975-60: Labor Union Sponsoi- 
shlp of Fundraising Raffle for Federal 
Candidate (Request Edited by the Com¬ 
mission) . 

Dear Chairman Curtis: On behalf of 
Citizens For Moffett, a lawfully consti¬ 
tuted political organization in Ocmnecu- 
eut, I hereby request a legally binding 
advisory opinion responsive ti) the below 
enumerated questions. 

Each of these inquiries relate* to * 
raffle contemplated by supporters of Con¬ 
gressman Toby Moffett, Sixth District 
Connecticut. Such raffle would: 

Be conducted in compliance with the 
laws of the State of Connecticut; 

Feature the sale of tickets to the gen¬ 
eral public at a cost of one dollar each: 

Offer a trip or several trips a* prize or 

prizes: „ . . 

Be conducted solely by volunteers with 
all proceeds applied to prize and organi¬ 
zational costs and the remainder to be 
contributed to the Congressman’s cam¬ 
paign fund; . 

Be iso conducted as to assure accurate 
recordkeeping of all contributors and all 
contributions. , 

1. Would such a raffle constitute a lc, ai 

fundraising activity under the laws of the 
United States and of the Federal Elec¬ 
tion Commission? , . 

2. Can a labor union serving tmeer 
State law as the raffles* sponsor promote 
and operate the raffle with union volun¬ 
teers contributing their time without re¬ 
muneration during their normal time on 
from regular employment? 

3. If a labor union acts within State 
law’ as the raffle’s sponsor and accord¬ 
ingly turns over the net proceeds to the 
Congressman’s campaign fund, should 
such funds be reported by the Congre - 
man’s campaign fund as the contribu¬ 
tion of the union or as the contributions 
of the individuals whose names and ad- 
dresses were recorded at the time they 
purchased raffle tickets? 


Salvatore Giont rid do 

Chairman, Citizens lor Moffett. 

Source: Selvetor OlonMddo 
Citizens rot Moffett. 181 Farmington Avenu-s 
Bristol. Connecticut 08010. (August 18,1B<» > 
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AOR 1975-61: Allocation of Expenditures 
for Services of Individual to Dual 
Candidate (Request Edited by the 
Commission >. 

Dear Commissioners: This is an Ad¬ 
visory Opinion Request filed on behalf of 
the Bentsen In ’76 political committee. 
The committee is duly registered as the 
principal campaign committee of Sena¬ 
tor Lloyd Bentsen who is a candidate 
for nomination for election as President 
of the United States. Senator Bentsen 
also expects to be a candidate for the 
U S. Senate in the State of Texas. 

This request concerns the expenditure 
allocation standards to be used in cases 
of simultaneous candidacy where one in¬ 
dividual may be performing tasks for 
both a Senate aud Presidential cam¬ 
paign. For example, assume one account¬ 
ant is handling bookkeeping duties for 
both the Bentsen Senate and the Bentsen 
Prudential campaigns in the State of 
Texas. Part of his salary is paid by the 
Senate campaign committee and part by 
the Presidential campaign committee. 

Are there specific accounting methods 
that must be used to make a fair salary 
allocation for purposes of the expendi¬ 
ture limits in 18 UB.C. 8 608(c) ? If not. 
may the campaigns adopt any account¬ 
ing method that will yield an allocation 
that fairly reflects the actual billable 
time spent by the accountant on each of 
the campaigns? 

• • I * # 

Robert N. Thomson. 

Counsel. Bentsen in 76. 

Source: Robert N. Thomson. Counsel. 
Ber.tsen in *78. Preston. Thorgrlmaon. RUls. 
Holman, and Fletcher. 1778 F Street. NW . 
Washington, D.C. 20006. (July 8. 1975.) 

AOR 1975-62: Contributions Used to 
Defray Fundraising Costs (Request of 
Abe Hirshfeld for U.S. Senate) t Roguest 
Edited by the Commission) 

Dear Chairman Curtis: Abraham 
Hirschfeld intends to be a candidate for 
the Democratic nomination for United 
States Senate from New York. 

* * * We are planning a fundraising 
dinner for Mr. Hirschfeld this fall. We 


realize the limitation of $1,000.00 per in¬ 
dividual contributor to any candidate 
for Federal Ofllcc. 

What we propose to do Is sell tables at 
the dinner for $1,250.00 with tickets to 
clearly indicate that $1,000.00 of this 
amount Is a contribution, and $250.00 is 
to help defray the cost of the dinner. 
(There will be ten seats for each table 
so $25.00 of each individual ticket will be 
used to pay the dinner expenses. The 
actual cost per person for putting on the 
dinner will be in excess of $25.00 per 
person) Our question is this: Are we 
within our legal rights In asking contrib¬ 
utors to defray actual costs of the dinner 
as well as making a legal contribution of 
$ 1 , 000 . 00 ? 


Frank Ceo. 

Chairman. Abe Hirschfeld 
for U.S. Senate. 

Source: Frank Ceo. Chairman. Abe Hirsch¬ 
feld for UJS. Senate. 878 Fifth Avenue New 
York, New York 10036. (July 8. 1975.) 

AOR 1975-63: Honorariums to Federal 
Officeholders Appearing at Fund¬ 
raiser Organization (Request Edited 
by the Commission >. 

Gentlemen: [We request an advi¬ 
sory opinion as tol • • • whether, if we 
have a speaker from Congress in this 
off-year who requests an honorarium for 
appearing at a luncheon designed as a 
general organization fund-raising 
event —not one for that particular in¬ 
dividual—we have to report the speaker’s 
honorarium as a political contribution to 
the individual, plus the travel expenses 
requested by the Congressional speaker 
for the speaker and the speaker’s spouse. 

Collette North. 

Roslyn Cooperman. 

Edith Schwartz. 

Source: Collette North. Coordinator, 
Roetyn Cooperman. Coordinator. Edith 
Schwartz, Treasurer, Women For: 8913 West 
Olympic Boulevard. Beverly Hills, California 
90211. (August 19,1975.) 

AOR 1975—64: Solicitations for Fund- 
raising Event to Retire 1972 Cam¬ 
paign Debt and 1973-74 Deficit in 
Office Expense Account (Request 
Edited by the Commission). 


Dear Mr. Curtis: I am hereby request¬ 
ing a formal Advisory Opinion from The 
Federal Election Commission on the fol¬ 
lowing situations. 

I am planning a fund raiser in Octo¬ 
ber 1975 to retire a 1972 campaign deficit 
not heretofore reported and a 1973-74 
deficit for office expenses which were not 
reimbursed. Is it acceptable to retire 
these two debts with a single fund raiser? 
If so, should the solicitation clearly indi¬ 
cate that the funds contributed will be 
used for both campaign and office 
expense deficits? 

Charles Wilson. 

Source: Representative Chwle* Wilton, 
nouse of Representatives, Washington. D.C. 
20518. (August 22, 1975.) 

AOR 1975-65: Contribution from Imme¬ 
diate Family for Senate Campaign 
(Request Edited by the Commis¬ 
sion). 

[Commissioners:! My Friends Com¬ 
mittee has asked me to write you for 
an advisory opinion funder 2 U.S.C. 
$ 437(f)] • • • of the new federal regu¬ 
lations for campaign financing, specifi¬ 
cally for a Senatorial campaign. 

I am interested In determining if ray 
wife’s brother, sister, and parents arc 
considered to be members of my “imme¬ 
diate family” for • • • purposes of 
(thel contribution [limits in 18 UJ5.C. 

8 6081. Are they able to contribute over 
and above the $35,000 family limitation? 
Could you please clarify for me exactly 
whom the term “immediate family” does 
include. Do the spouses of my children 
also fall into this category? 

Alphonzo Bell, 

U.S. Congressman . 

Source: Alphonzo Bell. U.S. Congress¬ 
man, Friends of Congressman Alphonzo 
Bell. P.O. Box 24144. Los Angeles, Cali¬ 
fornia 90024. (August 19, 1975.) 

Dated: September 12, 1975. 

Thomas B. Curtis. 
Chairman for the 
Federal Election Commission. 

I FR Doc.75-24708Tiled 9-l7-75;8:45 am) 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Title 29—Labor 

SUBTITLE A—OFFICE OF THE 
SECRETARY OF LABOR 

WORK INCENTIVE PROGRAMS FOR AFDC 
RECIPIENTS UNDER TITLE IV OF THE 
SOCIAL SECURITY ACT 

On September 18. 1974. there was pub¬ 
lished In the Federal Register <39 FR 
33650) a notice of proposed rulemaking 
proposing new Work Incentive Program 
(WIN* regulations to implement the 
Work Incentive Program under Title IV 
of the Social Security Act <42 TJSCA 601- 
44). 

The regulations proposed a consolida¬ 
tion of the present Parts 56, 57. and 58 
into a new Part 56 and proposed the fol¬ 
lowing significant changes in the WIN 
program: 

<1 > The WIN registration functions 
would be transferred from the local wel¬ 
fare staff to the local WIN sponsor (gen¬ 
erally the employment service). This 
would assist new WIN registrants to use 
the job referral services located at local 
WIN sponsor offices; (2) a requirement 
to engage in a job search activity would 
be added for AFDC recipients registered 
for WIN, but not yet certified by the 
State welfare agency for participation In 
WIN, and for indivlduoLs who are certi¬ 
fied but who arc not actively engaged In 
a WIN component: (3) the WIN sponsor 
would assume the function of deregister¬ 
ing all Individuals from WIN. This 
change places both registration for WIN 
and deregistration from WIN in the same 
administrative unit; <4> a new intensive 
manpower services component would be 
added os an option to current WIN pro¬ 
grams. This new component would pro¬ 
vide structured, intensive employment 
services and the development of Job 
seeking skills to Individuals certified for 
WIN training; (5) the WIN hearing pro¬ 
cedures would be unified. Instead of dual 
hearings by the welfare agency and the 
WIN sponsor on the respective Issues of 
grant adjustment (including vendor pay¬ 
ments and selection of payee) and failure 
to participate in WIN without good 
cause, either the welfare agency or the 
• WIN sponsor would adjudicate both 
Issues; ancl (6) provision would be made 
for opportunity by the National Coordi¬ 
nation Committee to submit briefs and 
present oral arguments whenever a case 
Is before the National Review PaneL 

Approximately 180 letters were received 
from Individuals, corporations, associa¬ 
tions, public Interest groups. State em¬ 
ployment services, welfare and other 
Government agencies. 

Following Is the substance of the ma¬ 
jor concerns expressed In the comments 
and the Departments response, includ¬ 
ing changes, made to the final regula¬ 
tions. 

1. Implementation, Opposition to the 
changes was based on the belief that it 
is untimely during the current economic 
downturn, creating onerous burdens on 
unskilled undereducated welfare re¬ 
cipients who are forced to compete with 
recently unemployed individuals. Also of 
concern was the view that budgetary 
cuts would not allow for increased par¬ 


ticipant activity as called for in the new 
regulation. 

These changes ore considered neces¬ 
sary to make better and more efficient 
use of available funds and are done with 
the view that they will assist In giving 
training and necessary support to the 
unskilled In accomplishing the objectives 
expressed in the Act. In this manner the 
opportunity of these individuals to attain 
or retain the goals of self-sufficiency and 
Independence will be enhanced. 

2. Registration Transfer. Opponents to 
this change argued against the transfer 
of the registration process from welfare 
to the employment service, particularly* 
in rural areas, because of Increased 
transportation costs, lnaccessablllty of 
WIN offices, administrative delays for 
applicants nnd the lowering of volunteer 
rates. 

In order to avoid registration prob¬ 
lems. the WIN sponsor may. with RCC 
concurrence, contract with another agen¬ 
cy to provide registration activities where 
special conditions warrant. 

3. Job Search . Some comments were 
critical of the Job search activity for 
WIN registrant e who are AFDC recipi¬ 
ents. The principal allegations and con¬ 
cerns were: (1) A lack of statutory* au¬ 
thority and national guidelines, (2) In¬ 
effectiveness as a result of high em¬ 
ployment (3) unemployability of some 
registrants. (4) lack of prior supportive 
f.cnices and (5) the burden on WIN staff. 
This provision ha/s been withdrawn pend¬ 
ing legislation. 

4. Sixty-day Counseling Period. A num¬ 
ber of commentators suggested that the 
present 60-day counseling period is 
meaningless and should be changed, per¬ 
haps even completely dropped. 

This provision Is required by the Act 
and thus may not be modified without a 
legislative change. 

5. Adjudication Process. Concern was 
expressed regarding the proposed change 
requiring that a single hearing be dis¬ 
positive of both welfare and WIN issues, 
citing statutory and constitutional con¬ 
flicts as well as procedural problems of 
the adjudication process. 

The adjudication procedures set forth 
in the proposed regulation have been 
revised to provide only hearings on WIN 
issues. 

6. Definition: Commuting Time. Sev¬ 
eral suggestions included a change in the 
definition, particularly the exclusion 
from the overall travel time of time nec¬ 
essary to transport children to child 
care. After consideration of the com¬ 
ments and review of common commut¬ 
ing practices, no change in this section 
w'os considered necessary. 

7. Job Market Information . A number 
of comments were received objecting to 
this provision. The final regulations pro¬ 
vide that labor market Information and 
job referrals will be given to all appli¬ 
cants and recipients of AFDC at the 
time of registration for employment, 
training, and manpower services in order 
to immediately begin to assist them to 
attain or retain capability for self sup¬ 
port and personal independence. 


8. Program Coordination with CETA. 
It was suggested that WIN planning 
activities be coordinated with CET.\ 
planning. This will be part of the con¬ 
sideration involved in developing the 
State and local WIN plans. 

9. Expenditures and Disregards. Com¬ 
ments received recommended that the 
33 S OJT/PSE expenditures requlremet t 
be dropped and that income disregard- 
accorded OJT be made available to thotc 
in PSE. These are statutory requireraen* $ 
and cannot be changed. 

Accordingly. 29 CFR Is amended to 
read as follows: 

PART 57—ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 
AND APPEALS UNDER THE WORK IN 
CENTIVE PROGRAM 

p A R T 58—RULES OF PRACTICE OF THE 
NATIONAL REVIEW PANEL, WORK IN 
CENTIVE PROGRAM 

1. The present Parts 57 and 58 shall 
remain Ui effect until November 1, 1976. 
on which date they are hereby rescinds i 
and the Parts reserved, except that on 
and after November 1. 1975. they shall 
continue to apply to all adjudication 
under them commenced prior to Novem¬ 
ber 1. 1975. 

2. The present Part 56, effective 
March 16. 1976. or earlier at the option 
of a State. Is amended to read as follows: 

PART 56—WORK INCENTIVE PROGRAMS 
FOR AFDC RECIPIENTS UNDER TITLE 
IV OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT 

Subpart A—Purpose and Scop* and Definition* 
See. 

56.0 Purpose and scope, 

66.1 Definition*. 


Sul-part 8—Administration 

60.10 Qeneral administration provision 

66.11 Annual Slat* WIN plana. 

56.12 Annual local WIN plana. 

56-13 State and local agreements for WIN 
activities and programs. 

56.14 Allocation of Federal fund*. 

56.16 Uae of Federal funds; political acUv. 

Itles. 

50.16 Non- Federal contribution. 

56.17 Reports, records, financial statemni'i 

and audita. 

56.18 Adjustments In payments to WIN 

sponsors. 

56.19 Termination of contracts or grants 

Subpart C—Requirement* and Procedure* f° r 
Registration and Certification 

56 20 Registration requirements for AFDC 
applicants and recipients; St. ^ 
plan requirements. 

6621 Registration procedures. 

5622 Appraisal and certification. 

Subpart D—Supportive and Manpower Server* 
and Protective Provision* 

6620 Supportive services; State plan re¬ 
quirement*. 

5031 | Reserved J 

56 32 Pay and allowances for individuals 
certified for WIN training. 

66.33 Relocation assistance. 

56.34 Appropriate work and training cr.- 

tcrla. 

5635 Period of participation- 
5630 Nondiscrimination. 

&obpert E—The WIN Component* end Activities 

56.40 Public service employment (PSE) • 

60.41 Intensive manpower services compo¬ 

nent. 

56 42 On-the-job training (OJT). 


FEDERAL REGISTER. VOL 40, NO. 182—THURSDAY. SEPTEMBER 18, 1975 





S*c. 

66.43 Institutional and other work experi¬ 

ence training. 

66.44 WIN Individuals enrolled in other em¬ 

ployment or training programs. 

66.45 Non-Fcdcml employee status. 

60.46 WIN assignment protests. 

Subpert F—WIN Disciplinary Deregistration and 
Sanctions 

56 60 Deregistration. 

66.51 Sanctions. 

Subpart G—Ths WIN Adjudication System 

66 60 Disputes regarding WIN regulations, 
66 61 Rules and procedures. 

56.62 Complaints and grievances. 

56 03 Requirement of conciliation and no¬ 
tice. 

66 64 Request for hearing. 

66.65 Issues subject to hearing. 

66 66 Hearing procedures. 

56.67 Conduct of WIN hearings. 

50 68 Decisions of the hearing officer. 

56.68 Appeals from hearing officer's decision. 

56.70 National Review Panel (NRP). 

66.71 Appeals to the NRP. 

66.72 Request from NRP to accept certifica¬ 

tion. 

66.73 Requests by NRP for certification. 

66 74 Certification of the record. 

66.75 Consideration by and decisions of the 

NRP. 

56.76 Sixty-day counseling period and rein¬ 

statement of certified individuals. 

56.77 Subsequent WIN registration by de¬ 

registered individuals. 

Authooity: Secs. 402(a) (19). 430-444. and 
1102 of the Social Security Act. as amended. 
49 SUt. 647 ( 42 U.S.C. 602(a) (19), 630-644. 

1202 ). 

Subpart A—Purpose and Scope and 
Definitions 

§ 36.0 Purpose and scope. 

(a) The purpose of this Part 224 is to 
provide for a Work Incentive Program 
tWIN) under Title IV oi the Social Se¬ 
curity Act (Act). 

<b> This part contains the policies, 
rules, and regulations pertaining to the 
WIN program. 

§ 56.1 Definition*. 

Act means the Social Security Act. 
AFDC (Aid to Families with De- 
l>endent Children) means the program 
authorized by Title IV-A of the Act to 
protide financial assistance and social 
services to needy families with depend¬ 
ent children. 

AFDC Applicant means a person who 
applies to the State or local welfare 
agency for AFDC. 

Appj’aisal means the Interview of a 
WTN registrant by WIN sponsor staff 
and Separate Administrative Unit (SAU) 
staff to determine employability poten¬ 
tial, to determine the need for supportive 
services, and to develop an employabil¬ 
ity plan. 

A RpM means the Assistant Regional 
Director for Manpower, U.S, Department 
of Labor. 

Certification means a written notice 
irom the SAU that necessary supportive 
services have been arranged or are avail¬ 
able to enable a WIN registrant to ac¬ 
cept employment, training, or manpower 

th J at no supportive services 

and that the individual is at 
training^ ***** for or 
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Deregistration means the removal of 
an individual from the WIN program. 

DHEW means the U.S. Department of 
Health. Education and Welfare. 

DOL means the U.S. Department of 
Labor. 

Employability Plan means a written 
plan for a WIN registrant that sets forth 
that individual's occupational goal and 
the manpower and supportive services 
necessary for him to reach that goal. 

Exempt refers to an AFDC applicant 
or recipient who is not required by the 
Act to register for employment or train¬ 
ing under the WIN program as a condi¬ 
tion of eligibility for AFDC. 

Welfare Hearing Officer means the 
hearing officer designated in the State 
WIN plan to hear and decide or make 
recommendations on issues Involving 
WIN. 

Income Maintenance Unit (IMU> 
means the unit of the State or local wel¬ 
fare agency which determines individ¬ 
uals* eligibility for AFDC. 

Institutional Training means voca¬ 
tional or other classroom training con¬ 
ducted by an instructor in a nonworksite 
setting. 

Intensive Manpower Services Compo¬ 
nent means a structured work experience 
component providing manpower and em¬ 
ployment services to certified WIN regis¬ 
trants to assist them In obtaining uraub- 
sidlzed employment. 

Local WIN Plan means the plan de¬ 
veloped annually by local WIN personnel 
which describes the operation of the 
WIN program for that area. 

Mandatory or Nonexempt Registrant 
means an AFDC applicant or recipient 
who is required by the Act to register 
for manpower services, training or em¬ 
ployment as a condition of eligibility for 
AFDC. 

Manpower Vertices means employment 
related and training services provided 
by the WIN sponsor, designed to improve 
the work skills of an individual and aid 
him to find employment. 

NCC means the National Coordination 
Committee, a committee established to 
administer the WIN program, consisting 
of tlie Assistant Secretary for Manpower 
(DOL) and the Administrator of the 
Social and Rehabilitation Service 
(DHEW). 

NRP means the National Review Panel, 
the final level of administrative review 
which is comprised of the DOL Chief 
Administrative Law Judge and other 
Administrative Law Judges appointed 
pursuant to the Administrative Proce¬ 
dure Act's requirements and designated 
by the Chief Judge to serve as members 
of that panel. 

OJT means on-the-job training, an 
employment opportunity component in 
which certified registrants receive skill 
training. Under this component, a WTN 
registrant is hired by a private or public 
employer and is provided skill training 
under contract with the employer. 

PSE means public service employment, 
a WTN sponsored component which pro¬ 
vides subsidized employment with public 
or nonprofit private agencies for lndi- 
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viduals who cannot be placed in regular 
unsubsidized employment. 

Recipient means an individual who has 
been determined to be eligible to receive 
AFDC. 

RC means the Regional Commissioner 
of the Social and Rehabilitation Service 
(DHEW). 

RCC means the Regional Coordination 
Committee established In each region 
consisting of the ARDM and the RC. 

Registrant means an AFDC applicant 
or recipient who has registered with the 
WIN sponsor for manpower services, 
training, and employment. 

Registration means the process where- 
by an AFDC applicant or recipient regis¬ 
ters with the WIN sponsor, completes 
a work history, and agrees to the require¬ 
ments of the program by signing a com¬ 
pleted registration card. 

“ SAU " means the Separate Adminis¬ 
trative Unit, that unit of the single State 
welfare agency established pursuant to 
section 402(a) (19) (O) of the Act. to ad¬ 
minister the WTN program for that 
agency. 

State Welfare Agency means the wel¬ 
fare agency designated pursuant to 45 
CFR 205.100 with authority to administer 
or supervise the admlnlstiation of the 
State plan approved under title IV. A of 
the Act. 

State means any of the 50 States, the 
District of Columbia, the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, and 
Guam. 

State plan means the State plan for 
AFDC approved under title IV, A of the 
Act. 

State WIN Plan means the Statewide 
operational plan for WIN. covering AFDC 
applicants and recipients required to 
register for employment, manpower serv¬ 
ices and training under WIN. developed 
by the WIN sponsor and SAU in each 
state and approved and supervised by the 
RCC under title IV. Part C of the Act. 

Supportive Services means those social 
services provided or arranged by the 
SAU. necessary to enable an individual 
to engage in employment, training or 
other manpower program. 

Training Related Expenses means 
those expenses, reimbursable from WIN 
funds, that are incurred by Individuals 
participating in WIN program 
components. 

Volunteer means an AFDC applicant 
or recipient who, though exempt from 
WIN registration, volunteers for WIN 
and registers for employment, manpower 
services and training. 

Welfare Hearing Officer means the 
hearing officer designated by the welfare 
agency to hear and decide or make rec¬ 
ommendations on issues relating to 
exemption or nonexemption for WIN 
registration. 

WIN Incentive Payment means a cash 
payment of up to $30 per month, paid 
to an individual who Is participating 
in an institutional or work experience 
component, including the Intensive 
Manpower Services Component. 

WIN Sponsor means the State agency 
(such as the State employment service) 
or other public or non-profit private 

, i 
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agency which, through agreement with 
the ARDM, administers the WIN man¬ 
power program under Part C of title IV 
of the Act at the State or local levcL 

Work Experience Training means a 
clearly defined, well-supervised assign¬ 
ment with a public or nonprofit private 
employer; the term is also used to refer 
to the intensive manpower services 
component. 

Subpart 3—Administration 
g 56.10 Central ml ministration pro>i- 
aloiti. 

(a) The WIN program is administered 
jointly by the Secretary of Labor and the 
Secretary of Health. Education, and 
Welfare. To carry out Department of 
Labor responsibilities under these regu¬ 
lations. the Secretary of Labor has desig¬ 
nated the Assistant Secretary for Man¬ 
power (Assistant Secretary). To carry 
out Department of Health. Education, 
and Welfare responsibilities under these 
regulations, the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare has designated 
the Administrator of the Social and Re¬ 
habilitation Service (Administrator). 

(b) The Assistant Secretary and the 
Administrator together form the WIN 
National Coordination Committee 
(NCC) which is responsible for the ef¬ 
fective national administration of WIN. 

(c) The NCC shall issue a WIN Hand¬ 
book. establish uniform reporting proce¬ 
dures, establish and clarify policy under 
these regulations, and establish other 
requirements for effective administra¬ 
tion. NCC issuances shall be binding on 
all regional. Stale, and local WIN 
operations. 

(d) The NCC shall designate a na¬ 
tional Executive Director to administer 
the program. 

(e> The Assistant Secretary has desig¬ 
nated the Assistant Regional Director for 
Manpower in each region (ARDM) to 
carry out the WIN program in each re¬ 
gion. The Administrator has designated 
the Regional Commissioner (RC) of the 
Social and Rehabilitation Service to 
carry out his responsibilities under these 
regulations In each region. 

(f) Within each region the ARDM and 
the RC shall form the WIN Regional Co¬ 
ordination Committee (ROC). The RCC 
shall review' and approve ail State 
WIN plans and modifications of such 
plans covering the States tn its region. 
Consistent with directives of the NCC it 
shall also establish and clarify policy un¬ 
der these regulations and shall establish 
other requirements for effective adminis¬ 
tration. 

(g> The RCC shall enter into an agree¬ 
ment with the State WIN sponsor and 
tlw State welfare agency under which 
they shall be responsible for the overall 
administration of the State WIN plan. 

Within each state the welfare 
agency's Separate Administrative Unit 
(SAU) shall be responsible for the pro¬ 
vision and arrangement of supportive 
services The Income Maintenance Unit 
*IMU> of each State welfare agency is 
responsible for determining ail ques¬ 
tions relating to eligibility for APDC 


benefits, including whether an individual 
is required to register for WIN. 

S 56.11 Annual State WIN plan*. 

State WIN plans on an annual basis 
shall be jointly developed and approved 
by the State WIN sponsor and 8tate 
welfare agency. The NCC shall issue 
instructions setting guidelines to the 
State WIN sponsor and State welfare 
agency for the development of State WIN 
plans. The plan shall Indicate those areas 
tn which the State WIN sponsor and 
welfare agency, after considering such 
factors as size of the welfare case load 
and budgetary constraints, propose to 
operate WIN projects. Each State WIN 
plan shall describe the operation to be 
carried out by the State WIN sponsor 
and the State welfare agency as well as 
a summary of the data in the local WIN 
plans, as required by 9 56.12. The State 
WIN plan shall also provide for the 
establishment of Labor Market Advi¬ 
sory Councils in accord with section 432 
<f) of the Act. 

§ 56.12 Annual local WIN plan*. 

(a) Each local WIN sponsor and each 
local SAU shall jointly develop an an¬ 
nual local WIN plan after consulting 
with other agencies as appropriate. Such 
plan shall describe the local project’s 
operation- The NCC will issue instruc¬ 
tions setting guidelines for the develop¬ 
ment of such plans. 

(b) Local WIN plans shall be for¬ 
ward ed to the State WIN sponsor and 
State SAU for consideration in the de¬ 
velopment of the State WIN plan. 

(c> The State WIN sponsor and State 
welfare agency shall forward copies of 
the State WIN plan (with local WIN 
plans attached) to the appropriate RCC 
for approval. The State WIN sponsor 
shall also forward a copy of the plan to 
the Governor’s State Manpower Services 
Council, established under the Compre¬ 
hensive Employment and Training Act of 
1973 < P.L. 93-203). or its equivalent, for 
review and comment Any comments 
made by the Council shall be forwarded 
directly to the RCC with copies to the 
State WIN sponsor and State welfare 
agency. 

(d) Once approved by the RCC, the 
State WIN plan shall be binding on the 
State WIN sponsor and State welfare 
agency. Any disagreement concerning 
the approval or disapproval of a State 
WIN plan between the Departmental 
representatives serving as members of 
the RCC shall be referred promptly to 
the NCC for resolution. 

§ 56.13 State- and local agrmnrnt* for 
W IN artiviticA and program*. 

A WIN sponsor may. through agree¬ 
ments with public or private agencies or 
organizations, including Indian tribes 
with respect to Indians on a reserva¬ 
tion, carry out such activities and pro¬ 
grams as are approved or developed by 
the Secretary of Labor, including but not 
limited to public service employment pro¬ 
grams. intensive manpower services pro¬ 
grams. institutional programs, on-the- 
job training programs, and work experi¬ 


ence programs. Work experience pro¬ 
grams and Public Service Employment 
agreements may be entered into only 
with public agencies and nonprofit pri¬ 
vate employers organized for a public 
purpose. 

§56.14 Allocation* of federal fund*. 

(a) The Secretary of Labor shall al¬ 
locate not less than 50 percent of the 
sums appropriated under Part C of title 
IV of the Act to carry out the WIN pro¬ 
gram among the States in accord an e 
with a formula under which each State 
receives (from the total available for 
such allotment) an amount which bears 
the same ratio to the total amount avail¬ 
able as the average number of individ¬ 
uals in each State who, during the month 
of January last preceding the commence¬ 
ment of such fiscal year, are regUtertd 
pursuant to section 402(a) < 19) <A> of the 
Act. bears to the average number of in¬ 
dividuals in ail States who. during that 
month, are so registered. 

(b) The Secretary of Labor shall al¬ 
locate the balance of the sums not allo¬ 
cated under paragraph (a) of this aection 
in such manner as he determines will best 
serve the objectives of the program 

<c) Of the sums expended on WIN by 
the Department of Labor not less than 
33% percent thereof shall be expended 
for carrying out the programs of on-the- 
job training and public service employ¬ 
ment which meet criteria specified in the 
WIN Handbook issued under 4 56.10. 

(d) The Secretary of Health. Educa¬ 
tion, and Welfare shall prescribe meth¬ 
ods for the allocation of funds pursue it 
to section 403(d) of the Act for the 50 
States and the District of Columbia For 
Puerto Rico. Guam, and the Virgin Is¬ 
lands. the Secretary of Health, Educa¬ 
tion, and Welfare shall allocate funds 
pursuant to section 1108 of the Act 

§ 56.15 I'm? of federal fund*: poliik.nl 
ACtivitie*. 

<a> Federal funds under Part C of title 
IV of the Act allocated by the Secretary 
of Labor to the 8tatc WIN sponsor, may 
be used to meet not more than 90 percent 
of the cost of carrying out the regula¬ 
tions promulgated under this part. 

(b> WIN funds under Part C of title 
IV of the Act may be used for training, 
supervision, materials, admlnlstroion. 
Incentive payments, transportation fees 
for medical examinations required for 
the determination of exempt status 
under f 56 20 or incapacity for work as¬ 
signment under 9 56.34(a)(2), and other 
items as authorized by the Secretary ot 
Labor, but may not, except in cases of 
WIN PSE under the Act. be used for any 
reimbursement to the employer for time 
spent by individuals in work. 

(c> WIN funds under section 403 
of the Act may be used to meet 90 per¬ 
cent of the cost of supportive service 
including child care, provided by or ar¬ 
ranged for by the SAU, for AFDC re¬ 
cipients who are certified to WIN. and 
SAU administrative costs for all regis¬ 
trants. . 

(d) Federal funds shall be expends, 
only for costs: 
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(l> Permitted under the provisions of 
Subpart 1-15.7 of Title 41 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations, entitled ‘ Principles 
/or Determining Costs Applicable to 
Grants and Contracts": and 

<2> Hot barred under the provisions of 
this part. 

<e> Pursuant to section 403(c) of the 
Art, notwithstanding any other provision 
of this chapter, the Federal share of 
assistance payments under Title IV-A of 
the Act for any fiscal year shall be re¬ 
duced by 1 percentage point for each 
percentage point by which the number 
ol individuals certified to the WIN spon¬ 
sor as read y fo r employment or training 
under the WIN program falls below 15 
percent of the average number of Indi¬ 
viduals In the State who are required to 
be registered during such fiscal year. 

(f) No funds allocated under the Act 
shall be used for any partisan or non- 
partisan political activity or to further 
the election or defeat of any candidate 
for public office; nor shall they be used 
to provide services, or for the employ¬ 
ment or assignment of personnel in a 
manner supporting or resulting in the 
identification of programs conducted 
pursuant to the Act with : 

(1) Any partisan or nonpartisan po¬ 
litical activity or any other political ac¬ 
tivity associated with a candidate, or 
contending faction or group, In an elec¬ 
tion for public or party office, or lobbying 
lor any matter at public issue: 

(2) Any activity to provide voters or 
prospective voters with transportation to 
the i>olls or similar assistance In connec¬ 
tion with any such election: 

(3) Any voter registration activity. 
§36.16 Non-federal contribution*. 

(a) A State plan Under title' IV-A 
or the Act must provide that the State 
welfare agency will assure a non-federal 
contribution to the Work Incentive pro¬ 
grams established under Part C of 
tiie Act by appropriate agencies of the 
State or private organizations of 10 per¬ 
cent of the total cost of such programs, 
m cash or In-kind fairly evaluated. For 
this purpdse, the 8tate welfare agency 
**111 plan Jointly with the State WIN 
sponsor for the development and use of 
m-kind resources. The State welfare 
ayenry must make the arrangements for. 
mit need not Itself make, the contribu¬ 
tion. An In-kind contribution may be 
mode tn the form of the provision of 
services, staff, space, equipment, or any 
d ♦ f, fcaoc * 5 or sendees of value es¬ 
sential to the operation of the WIN 
Whero contribution is ln- 
S*** amount thereof will be deter- 
Ined on the basis of its reasonable 
ajue as established by suitable docu¬ 
mentation. 

(b) The State welfare agency shal l 
oMn C ^ non ; F ? ieral cash contribution 
Pcrcrot of the cost of supportive 
and rc ^ a ^d administrative ex- 
by the SALT under TiUe 

1 v - a of the Act. 

Uon o™,* WIN sponsor costs of opera¬ 
nd WIN Program which may be 

Sclud.Vvf Pon-federal contribution may 
- -ide the costs of training, supervision. 
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materials, administration, incentive 
payments, transportation, and other 
items as are authorized by the WIN 
sponsor. 

(d) Funds from other Federal sources, 
whether in cash or In-kind, may not be 
used for the non-federal share, except 
when specifically permitted by law. State 
funds or resources that have been used 
to match other federal funds also may 
not be used for this purpose. 

(e) If the State welfare agency fails to 
make arrangements for the non-Federal 
contribution of 10 percent of the total 
Statewide program costs of operation, pur¬ 
suant to paragraph (a) of this section, the 
Secretary of Health. Education, and 
Welfare may withhold, under the condi¬ 
tions specified In the law, the equivalent 
of amounts to be paid from the grants 
to the State agency for the public assist¬ 
ance titles. 

(f) The provisions of Federal Man¬ 
agement Circular <FMC) 74-7 must be 

met. 

§ 36.17 Report*, rrronli, fittunrial 
RUh mcttb mid audit*. 

(a) State and local WIN sponsors and 
welfare agencies shall submit periodic 
reports as required by DOL and DREW 
to assure proper accounting for all pro¬ 
gram funds. Including the non-Federal 
share. Such records and accounts shall 
be made available for audit purposes to 
DOL and DHEW. the Comptroller Gen¬ 
eral of tiie United States or any author¬ 
ised representative of these agencies, and 
shall be retained for 3 years after the 
completion of or final payment under 
the agreement, whichever Is later. The 
records shall be retained beyond the 
3-year period if audit findings have not 
been resolved. State and local WIN 
sponsors and welfare agencies, shall also 
submit periodic reports as required by 
DOL and DHEW covering nonfinancJal 
program activities. 

(b) Program funds and activities shall 
be audited in conformity with the Stand¬ 
ards for Audit of Government Organiza¬ 
tions. Program Activities and Functions 
issued by the Comptroller General of the 
United 8tales. 

§ 36.18 \dju#lmcnU in payment* to 
w 1> sponsor*. 

fa> If any funds are expended by a 
WIN sponsor or by a public service em¬ 
ployer in violation of the Act, the regula¬ 
tions. grant conditions or contract pro¬ 
visions, the Secretary of Labor may make 
necessary adjustments in payments to 
the sponsor or the employing agency on 
account of such unauthorized expendi¬ 
tures. He may draw back unexpended 
funds which have been made available in 
order to assure tliat they wiU be used in 
accordance with the purposes of the Act, 
or to prevent further unauthorized ex¬ 
penditures. and he may withhold funds 
otherwise payable under the Act in order 
to recover any amounts expended for un¬ 
authorized purposes In the current or 
immediately preceding fiscal year. 

<b> No action taken by the Secretary 
of Labor under paragraph (a) of this 
section shall entitle the win sponsor to 
reduce program activities or allowances 
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for any participant or to expend less 
during the effective period of the 
contract or grant than those sums called 
for in the State WIN plan. Any such re¬ 
duction In expenditures may be deemed 
sufficient cause for termination. 

§ 36.19 Termination of contract* or 
grant*. 

(a) If a WIN sponsor or IMU violates 
any provision of the Act or the regula¬ 
tions in this Part, or contract provisions 
or grant conditions which the Secretary 
of Labor has issued or sltall subsequently 
Issue during the period of the contract 
or grant, the Secretary of Labor may 
terminate the contract or grant In whole 
or in part unless the agency which caused 
tiie violation corrects it within a period 
of 30 days after receipt of notice specify¬ 
ing the violation; or 
<b) In his discretion, the Secretary of 
Labor may terminate the contract or 
grant In whole or in part: 

<c) Termination shall be effected by a 
notice of termination which shall specify 
tiie extent of termination and the date 
upon which such termination becomes 
effective. Upon receipt of a notice of 
termination tiie agency shall: 

<1> Discontinue further commitments 
of contract or grant funds to the extent 
that they relate to the terminated por¬ 
tion of tiie contracts or grants: 

(2) Promptly cancel all contracts or 
subcontracts utilizing funds under the 
contract or grant to the extent that they 
relate to the terminated portion of the 
contract or grant; 

(3) Settle, with the approval of the 
Secretary of Labor, all outstanding 
claims arising from such termination; 

14) Submit, within 6 months after the 
receipt of the notice of termination, a 
termination settlement proposal which 
shall Include a final statement of all un¬ 
reimbursed costs related to the termi¬ 
nated portion of the contract or grant 
but In the case of terminations under 
paragraph (a) of this section will not 
include the cost of preparing a settle¬ 
ment proposal. Allowable cost «han be 
determined in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of Part 1-15.7 of Title 41 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations and Federal 
Management Circular (FMC) 74-1 

Subpart C—Requirements and Procedures 
for Registration and Procedures for Ap¬ 
praisal and Certification 

§ 56.20 Rcjgi«t ration rnquircincnU for 
AFDC applicants and recipient*; 
hlatc plan requirement*. 

A State plan under TiUe IV-A of the 
Social Security Act must provide that* 

(a) All applicants and recipients who 
are required to register by section 402(a) 
(19) (A) of the Act shall register for man¬ 
power services, training, and employment 
as a condition of eliglbUity for AFDC. ex¬ 
cept as otherwise provided under para¬ 
graph <b> of this section; 

<b) The Income Maintenance Unit 
GMU) of the 8late or local welfare 
agency shall determine which AFDC ap¬ 
plicants and recipients are exempt from 
registration and which are required to 
register as a condition of eligibility for 
AFDC benefits, based on the following 
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criteria: Each AFDC applicant and 
recipient shall register unless he is: 

<1) Under age 16: 

(2) Regularly attending school and 
age 16 but not yet 21 years of age (or 18 
years of age if the State AFDC plan 
limits benefits to children who are under 
age 18>. There must be verification ac¬ 
cording to State welfare regulations that 
the person is enrolled or has been ac¬ 
cepted for cnroUment for the next school 
term as a full-time student as defined in 
45 CFR 233.90; 

(3) HI, when determined by the IMU 
on the basis of medical evidence or on 
another sound basis that the illness or 
injury is serious enough to temporarily 
prevent entry Into employment or train¬ 
ing; 

14) Incapacitated, when verified by the 
IMU that a physical or mental impair¬ 
ment, determined by a physician or li¬ 
censed or certified psychologist, by itself 
or in conjunction with age, prevents the 
individual from engaging in employment 
or training under WIN: 

(5) 65 years of age or older; 

(6) Residing outside of a WIN project 
area specified in the State WIN plan or 
residing within a WIN project area at a 
location which is so remote from a WIN 
office or service unit that effective par¬ 
ticipation In the program is precluded. 
The individual shall be considered re¬ 
mote If a round trip of more than 2 hours 
by reasonably available public or private 
transportation, exclusive of time neces¬ 
sary to transport children to and from 
a child care facility, would be required 
for a normal work or training day. un¬ 
less normal round trip commuting time 
in the area Is more than 2 hours, in w T hich 
case the round trip commuting time shall 
not exceed the generally accepted com¬ 
munity standards; 

(7) A caretaker in the home, and the 
IMU has verified that a physical or men¬ 
tal impairment, as determined by a phy¬ 
sician or licensed or certified psycholo¬ 
gist. of another member of the household 
requires the Individual s presence in the 
home on a substantially continuous basis, 
and that no other appropriate member 
of the household is available; 

(8) A mother or other caretaker rela¬ 
tive of a child undor age 6; or 

(9) A mother or other female caretaker 

of a child, when the nonexempt father 
or other nonexempt adult male relative 
in the home is registered and has not 
refused to participate in the program or 
to accept employment without good 
cause. _ „ 

(c> The IMU shall Inform each appli¬ 
cant and recipient in writing that: 

(1) The needs of any nonexempt appli¬ 
cant or recipient who fails to register as 
required will not be taken into account 
in determining the need and the amount 
of the AFDC assistance payment; 

(2) Exempt applicants and recipients 
must report to the IMU any changes 
which affect their exempt status; 

(3) Any applicant or recipient has a 
right to a hearing before the State wel¬ 
fare agency to contest a determination of 
nonexempt status or to contest a denial 
of AFDC benefits when such benefits 


have been denied because of his refusal 
to register for WIN; 

(4) Exempt applicants and recipients 
in WIN project areas may choose to 
register voluntarily for manpower serv¬ 
ices. training, and employment, and may 
withdraw such registration at any time 
without loss of AFDC benefits, provided 
their status has not changed in a way 
which would require registration; and 

(5) Noncxempt applicants and recipi¬ 
ents, along with exempt individuals who 
volunteer for WIN, shall report to a 
specified place of registration at the office 
of the WIN sponsor or Its approved agent. 

(dJ The IMU shall Immediately refer 
all applicants and recipients, whom it has 
determined to be nonexempt, and all 
volunteers, to the WIN sponsor or its ap¬ 
proved agent for registration. 

<e> The IMU shall refer individuals 
who have been determined to be exempt 
from registration on the basis of In¬ 
capacity to the appropriate State voca¬ 
tional rehabilitation agency. 

(f> The IMU of the wTlfare agency 
shall include a redetermination of ex¬ 
emption as a part of the AFDC eligibility 
redetermination process, except where 
an Individual has been determined to be 
65 years of age or older, or permanently 
incapacitated. 

(g) The IMU shall notify the WIN 
sponsor within 3 working days of any 
welfare determination which may affect 
an individual’s WIN status. 


g 56.21 HegUtralion procedure*. 

(a) The WIN sponsor shall promptly 
register all Individuals found by the IMU 
to be noncxempt. and all Individuals who 
volunteer for WIN, when they appear at 
the WIN office so that eligibility deter¬ 
minations are not delayed. Where special 
conditions warrant (such as a paucity of 
WIN sponsor offices in an area), the WIN 
sponsor may. with the concurrence of the 
Regional Coordination Committee 
<RCC>, contract with other public or 
private nonprofit agencies in specified 
areas to carry out registration activities. 
Under this requirement, the WIN sponsor 
(or its approved agency) shall: 

(1) Obtain a complete work history on 
each applicant and recipient; 

(2) Notify each registrant about the 
nature of the WIN program and about 
his rights and responsibilities therein; 

(3) Provide each registrant with writ¬ 
ten proof of registration; 

(4) If the IMU has determined an in¬ 
dividual to be nonexempt and the WIN 
sponsor disagrees, register the individual 
and request the IMU to reconsider its 
determination. The IMU’s response will 
be accepted by the WIN sponsor. If the 
IMU reverses Us decision, the WIN spon¬ 
sor shall deregister the individual as ex¬ 
empt unless the Individual volunteers for 
WIN. If the IMU does not respond with¬ 
in 30 days of the request, the WIN spon¬ 
sor shall deregister the individual as ex¬ 
empt; 

(5) Notify the IMU of any employ¬ 
ment or other change of status which 
may affect an Individuals AFDC 
eligibility or the amount of the AFDC 
payment; and 


(6) Notify the IMU. within 3 worki:# 
days of the registration, that registration 
has been completed so that the DdtTs 
completion of the welfare eligibility 
determination shall not be delayed. 

(7) Provide all registrants, at the time 
of registration, job market Information 
and referral to available employment AU 
appropriate Job market Information 
available to the WIN Sponsor, including 
Job Bank, shall be used to provide .his 
information and facilitate such referrals. 

<b) The needs of any Individual who 
fails to register as required under para¬ 
graph (a) of this section shall not be 
taken into account In determining the 
need of the family and the amount of 
assistance, and assistance will be fur¬ 
nished to the eligible members of the 
family; 

(c) Where the WIN sponsor Is the 
State public employment service the 
registration required of unemployed 
fathers under section 407(b) (2) (c) (1) of 
the Act may be completed at the WIN 
office which will fulfill the WIN regi t ra¬ 
tion requirement under section 402 a) 
(19) <A) of the Act. 

§ 56.22 Appraisal and certification. 

(a) The appraisal interview shall be 
conducted jointly to the extent possible, 
or sequentially as appropriate, by the 
WIN sponsor and the 8AU. Whenever 
possible, appraisal shall oocur at the time 
of registration. An employability plan 
shall be Initiated by the WIN sponsor 
and tiic SAU at the appraisal interview 
for each registrant who is found suitable 
for participation in the WIN program. 
The decision to refer an individual to 
employment or to a work or training 
component rests with the WIN sponsor. 

(b> All unemployed fathers shall be 
appraised within 2 weeks of the deter¬ 
mination of eligibility for AFDC bene¬ 
fits, and appraisal shall occur prior to 
certification. Certification shall be com¬ 
pleted no later than 30 days from the 
receipt of AFDC benefits. 

<c> Other individuals will be appmbed 
according to the following priorities, 
taking into account the individuals 
employment potential: 

(1) Mothers, whether or not required 
to register, who volunteers 

(2) Other mothers, and pregnant 
women under 19 years of age, who are 
required to register; 

(3) Dependent children and relative* 
who have attained age 16 and who ore 
not in school full-time or engage! in 
work or manpower training; and 

44) Others. . M 

<d> The employability plan shall. on- 
tain a manpower services plan and a sup¬ 
portive services plan, and shau w 
designed to lead to employment and ulti¬ 
mately to self-support. It shall oontato 
definite employment goal, attainable in 
the shortest time period consistent v,un 
the supportive services needs, project re¬ 
sources, and Job market CWWtunitjWj 
Final approval of the employability P* • 
rest, with the WIN sponsor. 

(e) The WIN sponsor shall request t.=e 
SAU to certify In writing that the neces¬ 
sary immediate and on-gotng WPP° : 
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services have been provided or arranged, 
or that no such services are required 
for those Individuals who have been se¬ 
lected for participation in a WIN com¬ 
ponent. When certified, the Individual 
shall be placed in employment if appro¬ 
priate work that the individual can per¬ 
form Is available. If the individual can¬ 
not be Immediately placed In employ¬ 
ment, he shall be placed in intensive 
manpower services, on-the-job training, 
public service employment, institutional 
training, or In any other manpower pro¬ 
gram or activity. 

<0 Registrants who find employment 
or are placed by the WIN sponsor may 
be certified and necessary supportive 
services may be provided. 

AFDC grants and social services 
for Individuals under the State AFDC 
plan shall not be denied by reason of the 
individual's referral to a job. to a WIN 
program, or solely by reason of an in¬ 
dividual's participation therein. 

Subpart D—Supportrve and Manpower 
Services and Protective Provisions 

§ 36.SO Supportive *cr>lcc«; Stair plan 
requirement*. 

A State plan under Part A of title IV 
■ of the Act must provide that: 

* ta) Within the 8tate agency there 
till be separate administrative units 
which will, to the maximum extent pos¬ 
sible, perform functions only in connec¬ 
tion with the WIN program; 

The 8AU shall be responsible for; 
<1 Developing, jointly with the State 
WIN sponsor, and approving, a State 
WIN plan In accordance with section 
*33 <b) of the Act; 

Developing and supplying social 
sendees necessary to enable a registrant 
who is an AFDC recipient to accept em¬ 
ployment and training for employment 
Necessary services Khali continue for a 
period of 30 days after the start of un- 
sub^ldized employment and may continue 
for a maximum of 90 days at the dis¬ 
cretion of the SAU. Surh services may be 
provided even after the AFDC grant has 
been discontinued due to employment 
In on emergency such services may also 
be provided for a period of up to 30 days 
to enable a registrant to continue exist¬ 
ing employment; 

<3 1 Participating with the WIN spon- 
5or in appraisal and certification and in 
the development of employability plans 

pursuant to 9 56.22; 

(4) Certifying in writing to the WIN 
sponsor that the individual is ready for 
WIN manpower services when the WIN 
sponsor requests such certification and 
the supportive services, if any. have been 
provided or arranged for; and 
C5> Providing counseling and other 
*°r a Period of up to 60 days, to 
cmifletf individuals determined by the 
secretary of Labor to have refused train¬ 
ing or employment under the WIN pro¬ 
gram without good cause, for the purpose 
^persuading them to accept appropriate 
n «f r employment <see 91 56.51 and 
* , - Under this requirement, once a 
Period of counseling and other services 
nas been provided to an Individual, and 
ne has again been found by the Secretary 
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of Labor to have refused training or em¬ 
ployment under WIN without good cause, 
the agency shall not provide another pe¬ 
riod of counseling and other services. 

(c> Supportive services under the WIN 
program shall Include: 

<1> Child care which meets the stand¬ 
ards specified in 45 CFR 228.42. When 
more than one kind of child care is avail¬ 
able, the mother of other caretaker rel¬ 
ative may choose the type, but may not 
refuse to accept child care services if 
they arc available. Such services must be 
responsive to breakdowns in prior ar¬ 
rangements In order to ease or avoid dis¬ 
ruption of employment or participation 
In manpower services; 

(2> Family planning services; 

(3) Counseling services; 

(4> Employment related medical, re¬ 
medial. and health-related care services 
not included under the State’s Title XIX 
plan or otherwise available; 

<5> Selected vocational rehabilitation 
services, as defined by the Rehabilita¬ 
tion Act of 1973, which cannot otherwise 
be funded by the vocational rehabilita¬ 
tion agency: 

(d) Other supportive services includ¬ 
ed In tlie State WIN plan may be pro¬ 
vided if they are necessary to enable reg¬ 
istrants to accept employment or receive 
manpower training. 

<e> Supportive services may be pro¬ 
vided for up to two weeks to a registrant 
between participation in WIN compo¬ 
nents or between participation in a com¬ 
ponent and the start of employment in 
order to avoid Interruption of the em¬ 
ployability process. 


§ 56.32 Par and alfawnnrr* for WIN 
registrant*. 


<a> An individual assigned to a WIN 
Institutional or work experience training 
component. Including the intensive man¬ 
power services component, in which no 
salary is paid, shall receive on allowance 
for necessary training related expenses. 
He shall also receive incentive payments 
at a rate not to exceed $30 a month pro¬ 
vided he meets the requirements of the 
component relative to hours of participa¬ 
tion. 

<b) Individuals placed in employment, 
OJT, or PSE shall be authorized train¬ 
ing related expenses for not in excess of 
two WIN pay periods; or until they re¬ 
ceive their first full paycheck or the cash 
from a grant adjustment reflecting new 
work related expenses, whichever occurs 
first. 

(c) Reasonable subsistence allowance, 
in addition to a training-related expense 
payment, shall be paid to individuals for 
separate maintenance when in training 
facilities beyond daily commuting dis¬ 
tance from their homes for each calen¬ 
dar day within the training payment pe¬ 
riod during which they are participating 
in such training and arc residing away 
from home. 

(d> An individual shall be paid trans¬ 
portation allowance to a training facility 
located beyond commuting distance for 
the cost of his initial trip to the training 
facility and for his final trip home at 
the completion or other termination of 
such training. 


(e) Individuals may be paid allow¬ 
ances for nonrecurring expenses as au¬ 
thorized by the Secretary of Labor. 

<f) WIN sponsor offices may establish 
petty cash funds or another acceptable 
method to meet needs for cash for allow¬ 
able expenditures for all registrants. 

(g) Registered recipients referred to 
employment may receive an allowance 
for necessary expenses. 

§ 56.33 ndordtion a*»i»tanrr. 

The Secretary of Labor may assist 
certified individuals to relocate their 
place of residence when he determines 
such relocation is necessary in order to 
enable them to become permanently em¬ 
ployed and self-supporting. Such assist¬ 
ance shall be given only to individuals 
who concur In the relocation and who 
have received a bona fide job offer at 
their place of relocation at wage rates 
which will meet at least their full need 
as determined by the State to which 
they will be relocated. Assistance under 
this section shall not exceed the reason¬ 
able costs of transportation for such In¬ 
dividuals. their dependents, and their 
household belongings, plus such reloca¬ 
tion allowance as the Secretary of Labor 
determines to be reasonable. 

§ 56.3-1 Appropriate work and training 
rritrria. 


<a> Certified registrants shall accept 
assignment to employment or WIN train¬ 
ing as determined appropriate by the 
WIN sponsors or face deregistration ac¬ 
tion. The following standards must be 
met before any such individuals can be 
required to accept a work or training 
assignment including PSE and OJT; 

(l> All assignments for those in WIN 
training shall be within the scope of an 
individual's employability plan. This 
plan may be modified to reflect changed 
employment conditions. 

<2) The Job or training assignment 
must be related to the capability of the 
individual to perform the task on a 
regular basis. Any claim of adverse effect 
on physical or mental health shall be 
based on an adequate medical testimony 
from a physician or licensed or certified 
psychologist indicating that participation 
would Impair the individual's physical or 
mental health. 

(3) The total daily commuting time to 
and from home to the work or training 
site to which the individual is assigned 
shall not normally exceed 2 hours, not 
Including the transporting of a child to 
and from a child care facility, unless a 
longer commuting distance and time is 
generally accepted in the community, in 
which case the round trip commuting 
time shall not Exceed the generally ac¬ 
cepted community standards. 

(4> When child care is required, it 
must meet the standards specified in 
45 CFR 228.42 and must be available 
during the hours the individual is en¬ 
gaged In a WIN component or manpower 
activity plus any additional necessary 
commuting time. 

<5> The work or training site to which 
tho individual is assigned must not be 
in violation of applicable federal. State 
and local health and safety standards. 
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<6) Assignments shall not be made 
which are discriminatory in terms of age. 
sex. race, creed, color, or national origin. 

<7> The individual shall not be ref¬ 
erred to work or training unless sup¬ 
portive and manpower services necessary 
for participation are available, even in 
cases where the State WIN plan docs not 
specifically provide for the needed serv¬ 
ices. The cessation or withdrawal of such 
.necessary services while the individual 
is in a WIN component shall constitute 
good cause for refusal to participate. 

(b) .The determination of "appropriate 
work" shall be made at the local project 
level. The following criteria shall be ap¬ 
plied In addition to the above, in deter¬ 
mining “appropriate work": 

(X) Appropriate work may be tempor¬ 
ary, permanent, full-time, part-time or 
seasonal work, if such work meets the 
other work standards of this section. 

(2) When an Income disregard is 
available, the wage shall meet or ex¬ 
ceed the Federal or State minimum wage 
law. whichever Is applicable, or if such 
lavrs are not applicable, the wage shall 
not be substantially less favorable than 
the wage normally paid for similar work 
In that labor market but In no event 
shall it be less than three-fourths of 
the minimum wage rate set forth in 
section 6(a) (1) of the Fair Labor Stand¬ 
ards Act. 

(3) When, as a result of becoming 
employed, no income disregard is avail¬ 
able to the Individual, the wage, less 
mandatory payroll deductions and a 
reasonable allowance for necessary em¬ 
ployment related expenses, shall provide 
an income equal to or exceeding the 
family's AFDC cash benefit. The wage 
shall in no case, be less than that re¬ 
quired by any applicable minimum wage 
law. 

(4) The daily hours of work and the 
weekly hours of work shall not exceed 
those customary to the occupation; and 

(5) No Individual shall be required 
to accept employment If— 

(i) The position offered is vacant due 
to a strike, lockout, or other bona fide 
labor dispute; 

(U) The individual would be required 
to work for on employer contrary to the 
conditions of his existing membership In 
the union governing that occupation. 
However, employment not governed by 
the rules of a union in which he has 
membership may be deemed appropriate. 

(iii) The Job offered would interrupt 
a program in progress under an ap¬ 
proved employability plan leading to self- 
support or to the resumption of his reg¬ 
ular Job within a short period of time. 
This docs not. however, preclude tem¬ 
porary employment during the interval 
prior to Ills rc-employmcnt in his reg¬ 
ular Job. 

(c) In addition to meeting the criteria 
In paragraph (a) of this section, for 
training to be appropriate, the quality of 
the training must meet local employers' 
requirements so that the individual will 
be in a competitive position within the 
local labor market. The training must 


also be likely to lead to employment 
which will meet the appropriate work 
criteria. 

§ 56.35 Period of participation. 

(a) The duration of institutional 
training established pursuant to section 
432(b)(2) of the Act shall average no 
more than six months with a maximum 
duration of one year for any individual. 

<b) Participation in the Work experi¬ 
ence component shall not exceed 13 
weeks for any individual. The RCC may. 
for good cause, allow an exception to the 
limitations in paragraph <a> of tills 
section. 

§ 56.36 Nondiscrimination. 

(a) No person in the United States 
shall, on the grounds of age, race, creed, 
color, sex, or national origin, be excluded 
from participation in, be denied the bene¬ 
fits of. or be subjected to discrimination 
under any program or activity receiving 
Federal financial assistance under these 
regulations. 

<b> Grievances involving discrimina¬ 
tion under paragraph (a) of this section 
shall be processed according to equal op¬ 
portunity provisions established by DOL 
and DHEW and. to the extent applicable. 
In compliance with Title VI of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964 <78 Stat 252) and the 
regulations issued thereunder. 

Subpart E—The WIN Components and 
Activities 

§ 56.40 Public employment 

(PSE). 

<a) PSE consists of WIN subsidized 
jobs in the public and private non-profit 
sectors. All PSE Jobs must meet the cri¬ 
teria for appropriate work, established 
by i 56 34. and must be jobs which would 
not otherwise be performed by regular 
employees. The PSE component provides 
transitional employment intended to 
move individuals from AFDC into un- 
subsldlzcd Jobs. 

<b) All certified registrants for whom 
appropriate unsubsidized employment 
cannot be found arc eligible for place¬ 
ment in PSE. 

<c> An eligible employer may be: 

(!) Any unit of State or local govern¬ 
ment: 

(2) Any public agency or institution 
which is a State or local government 
subdivision; 

(3) An Indian tribe or combination of 
tribes on a Federal or State reservation; 
or 

<4> Any private non-profit organiza¬ 
tion established to serve a public purpose. 

<d) For the purpose of AFDC benefits. 
PSE participants arc considered to be 
employed. However. PSE participants 
shall not be deregistered from WIN until 
they complete the scheduled PSE con¬ 
tract period and enter unsubsidized em¬ 
ployment. PSE participants are not eligi¬ 
ble to receive either a WIN incentive pay¬ 
ment or the $30 plus ft disregard pro¬ 
vided by section 402(a) (8) of the Act. 

(e) Individuals shall not be assigned 
to a PSE Job if this will result in the 
displacement of already employed full¬ 
time workers. 


§56.11 IfUrmivc manpower senirr* 
component. 

(a) A State may establish as one work 
experience component an intensive man- 
power services component to assist cer¬ 
tified individuals to obtain employ mm; 
The State WIN spoasor shall develop 
standards of participation in the inten¬ 
sive manpower services component, 
taking into account local conditions in¬ 
cluding. but not limited to geograi hie 
factors, availability of public Lranspot ra¬ 
tion. and local labor market charar er¬ 
istics. If the State selects this com¬ 
ponent, such standards of participation 
shall be includes In the State WIN plan 
submitted to the RCC. 

(b) The intensive manpower servj 
component shall provide manpower md 
employment services, which may incl ude 
orientation, and must include Job de¬ 
velopment, exposure to labor marker in¬ 
formation, job placement, and Job-seek¬ 
ing skills development to assist individ¬ 
uals In obtaining unsubsidized employ¬ 
ment. 

§ 56.42 On-llir-job-irnHiing (OJT), 

(a) OJT Is an employment opportu¬ 
nity which Includes training. Under his 
component, a certified registrant is hired 
by a private or public employer and pro¬ 
vided training which is subsidized under 
contract between the employer and the 
WIN sponsor. Employers are encouraged 
to provide increased supervision and 
training through contracts with the WIN 
sponsor, pursuant to which the WIN 
sponsor will reimburse the employer for 
the extraordinary costs of such training 
and supervision. 

<b> For the purpose of AFDC benefits. 
OJT participants are considered to be 
employed. However. OJT participants 
shall not be deregLstered from WIN un¬ 
til they complete the schedule OJT on- 
tract period as they are still an active 
participant in the WIN program during 
such period. 

§56. f 3 Inuthollonnl nml other *ori 
cxjKTirm-c training. 

fa) Institutional training is a com¬ 
ponent involving vocational or other 
classroom training conducted by an In¬ 
structor in a non-worksite setting. 

(b) A work experience component is 
to provide a clearly defined. wcll-Fu;/er- 
vised, assignment with a public or pri¬ 
vate nonprofit employer in which an 
individual has the opportunity to de¬ 
velop basic work habits, to practice skills 
learned in classroom training, and 
demonstrate skills to a prospect \c 
employer. 

§56.44 WIN individual# ramrod'‘1 »<■ 
other employment or training i»r*»* 
grant». 

Certified individuals referred to ouier 
eligible Federal or State funded em¬ 
ployment or training programs, mui 
meeting all the eligibility requires uitA* 
under those programs, shall be tempo¬ 
rarily suspended from the WIN program. 
Such individuals sliall normally be com¬ 
pensated in accordance with 
through the provisions of those Pi°* 
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grains. However, when such compensa¬ 
tion Is not available or would be disad- 
v.uitageous to the Individual, he may ac¬ 
cept regular WIN benefits Instead. 
Not withstanding such suspension, neces¬ 
sary supportive and manpower sendees 
which are not provided under the other 
program, but which are necessary to per¬ 
mit the individual to continue in the pro¬ 
gram, will be provided or arranged for 
by the SAU and the WIN sponsor In ac¬ 
cordance with the time limit set forth 
in this Part. 

§ .16.1$ Non -federal employee Main*. 

An Individual In a WIN component 
shall not be deemed an employee of the 
Federal Oovemmcnt. and shall not be 
subject to the provisions of laws relat¬ 
ing to Federal employees. Including those 
relating to hours of w f ork, rates of com¬ 
pensation, leave, unemployment com¬ 
pensation, and Federal employee 
benefits. 

Subpart F— Deregistration and Sanctions 
g 36.50 DcrcgUtniiion. 

(a) All deregistrations shall be per¬ 
formed by the WIN sponsor. 

(b) A deregistration is necessary when 
an Individual Is held to have refused to 
participate without good cause: an In¬ 
correct non-exemption determination 
has been made; or an individual becomes 
exempt. Deregistration is also necessary 
when an individual becomes Ineligible 
for AFDC except in the case where he is 
participating in the PSE or OJT com¬ 
ponents or is employed and receiving 
WlN-lunded supportive services. 

(c) The welfare agency shall notify 
the WIN sponsor of any change which 
will affect an AFDC recipient’s welfare 
or exemption status in such a way as to 
warrant deregistration. 

<d) Except in those cases where the 
WIN sponsor lias been notified that an 
AFDC grant has been discontinued for 
reasons involving other than WIN pro¬ 
gram Issues the WIN sponsor shall notify 
the IMU of all deregistrations. 

(e> Any WIN registrant, except a 
volunteer, who is determined to have 
failed or refused without good cause to 
appear for appraisal; or any certified 
WIN registrant, except a volunteer, who 
after counseling has been offered, con¬ 
tinued to refuse to participate in the 
WIN program without good cause shall 
be deregistered from WIN and removed 
from the AFDC grant for failure to par¬ 
ticipate. 

(f i Volunteers who withdraw from the 
,r ' - ^ program shall be deregistered. 

fg> Volunteers who are found to re¬ 
fuse to participate after notice and on 
adverse hearing decision, if a hearing Is 
requested, shall be deregistered. 

§ 36.51 Sanction*. 

A State plan under title IV-A of the 
Act shall provide that: 

«a) When a registered recipient has 
necn found to have failed or refused 
without good cause to participate in the 

chin pro ? ram * following sanctions 

shall apply; 


(1) If such Individual is a caretaker 
relative receiving AFDC, his needs will 
not be taken Into account In determining 
the family’s need for assistance, and as¬ 
sistance in the form of protective or 
vendor payments or of foster care will be 
provided to the remaining members of 
the assistance unit. Under such circum¬ 
stances. the caretaker relative may not 
be the protective payee: 

(2) If such individual is the only de¬ 
pendent child in the family, assistance 
for the family will be denied; 

(3) If such Individual is one of sev¬ 
eral dependent children In the family, 
assistance for such child will be denied 
and his needs will not be taken into ac¬ 
count in determining the family's need 
for assistance; 

(b> The sanctions under paragraph 
(a) of this section shall not be applied 
during a period of up to 60 days after 
such adverse decision, provided the reg¬ 
istrant has been certified and accepts 
counseling and other necessary services 
aimed at persuading him to participate 
in the WIN program. Meanwhile, where 
the Individual is a caretaker relative, as¬ 
sistance to his family in the form of 
protective or vendor payments and coun¬ 
seling and other necessary services shall 
be provided by the State welfare agency. 

(c) If an individual registered on a 
voluntary basis, pursuant to 5 56.20 of 
this part, discontinues participation in 
the work incentive program he and his 
family are not subject to the sanctions 
under this section. 

(d) In the event a registrant is re¬ 
ferred back to the IMU as having good 
cause for not continuing on a training 
plan or a job, the IMU shall promptly 
restore the assistance payment to the 
Individual or make other necessary pay¬ 
ment adjustments. 


§ 56.62 Complaint* and grievance*, 

<a> Initially, written complaints and 
grievances shall be handled informally 
outside of the WIN adjudication system. 
They shall be processed at the local proj¬ 
ect level within the time frame provided 
under $ 56.61(a). At that time, an indi¬ 
vidual who is not satisfied with the dis¬ 
position of his complaint may initiate a 
formal protest at the local project level 
which then will be processed through the 
formal WIN adjudication system. 

(b) Written records of all disputes 
arising within the WIN program shall be 
maintained by the WIN sponsor. The 
date appearing on such records shall be 
controlling In determining the timeliness 
of subsequent steps In the WIN adjudi¬ 
cation system. 

§ .>6.63 Requirement of conciliation and 
notice. 


Subpart G—The WIN Adjudication System 

§ 56.60 DUputc* regarding WIN regia* 
(ration*. 

(a) The welfare agency shall provide 
an opportunity for a hearing in the case 
of a disputed registration determination 
in which the AFDC applicant claims that 
he is exempt from WIN by the statutory 
criteria. Such an applicant shall be con¬ 
sidered as exempt until his status is 
finally determined. 

<b> A welfare hearing officer shall con¬ 
duct welfare hearings under this section, 
pursuant to the procedures prescribed In 
45 CFR 205.10. Where the local WIN 
spoasor becomes Involved in the deter¬ 
mination of a disputed registration, a 
representative of the local WIN sponsor 
shall appear as a party at the hearing. 

§ 56.61 Rulca and procedure*. 

(a) The State WIN plan shall include 
rules and procedures applicable to both 
certified and uncertified registrants, gov¬ 
erning participation, attendance, con¬ 
duct, disputes, notice and opportunity 
for a fair hearing and any State appel¬ 
late review. The plan shall specify that 
the hearing officer shall be an Individual 
who was not involved in the original de¬ 
termination. The plan shall also desig¬ 
nate the parties to the hearing. 


(a) Ail efforts toward conciliatory res¬ 
olution of disputes between the WIN 
sponsor and the registrant must be ex¬ 
hausted prior to the Issuance of a Notice 
of Intended Deregistration. This concili¬ 
ation effort may continue for a period 
not to exceed 30 days but may be termi¬ 
nated sooner at the discretion of the WIN 
sponsor when it is apparent that the dis¬ 
pute cannot be reconciled in this manner. 
When the conciliation period has termi¬ 
nated. or the dispute remains unresolved 
after 30 days, the WIN sponsor shall mall 
to the registrant a notice of Intended 
Deregistration. 

<b) The notice shall Include: 

Cl> A detailed explanation of the rea¬ 
son for the action and the consequence 
SLr? fU5al or faWur e to cooperate in a 
WIN prescribed program without good 
cause: 

. ( 2> Notification of the registrant’s 
right to a hearing if the registrant be¬ 
lieves the proposed action is incorrect, 
provided a written request for a hearing 
is filed as prescribed in * 56.63; 

thAt *** Proposed action 
will be Implemented if a hearing request 
is not received within the prescribed 
time; 

(4> Instructions and required forms 
for requesting a hearing; 

<5> An offer to assist with preparation 
of the hearing request; 

(6) Notice that he may be represented 
at the hearing by counsel or other au¬ 
thorized representative appointed by him 
and that he and his representative will 
have the opportunity to confront and 
cross-examine opposing witnesses; 

f 7) Notice that he will be permitted to 
present material evidence and testimony 
at the hearing that is not already in the 
record. 

(c) When written notification Is mailed 
to the individual, the WIN sponsor shall 
aLso Inform him of the intended action 
personally or by telephone, if possible. 

<d) The requirements of this section 
do not apply to an individual who: 

CD Has successfully entered employ¬ 
ment and Is regularly employed; 

C2) Is deregistered as exempt; or 
(3) Is deregistered as a result of be¬ 
coming Ineligible for welfare. 
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§ 56*64 Request for l»eiirin|. 

ca) An individual who believes the In¬ 
tended action is incorrect may request a 
hearing before a hearing officer within 
10 days after mailing of Notice of In¬ 
tended Deregistration. The request for a 
hearing may be made either orally or in 
writing by the Individual or his author¬ 
ized representative to the WIN sponsor. 
Where the request is oral, the WIN spon¬ 
sor shall prepare the required forms on 
behalf of the Individual and obtain the 
individual's signature on the forms. 

<b) Hearing procedures shall be made 
available to Individuals requesting hear¬ 
ings In advance of such hearings* 

§ 56.65 1 •ubjeri to hearing. 

(a> Under the WIN adjudication sys¬ 
tem a hearing officer will hear and de¬ 
cide WIN program issues arising sub¬ 
sequent to registration by certified and 
uncertified registrants, WIN program is¬ 
sues Include failure or refusal to appear 
for appraisal, assignment to a WIN com¬ 
ponent, unresolved WIN grievances, or 
failure or refusal without good cause to 
accept employment or otherwise partici¬ 
pate in the WIN program. 

(b> After reasonable attempts have 
been made at the local level to resolve 
disputes arising from work, or training 
assignment under WIN, the designated 
activity may be accepted without prej¬ 
udicing the individual's right to protest 
such assignment. Such protest shall be 
handled through the WIN adjudication 
system in the same manner as if the 
registrant had. in fact, refused to par¬ 
ticipate in the WIN program In such an 
instance, a registrant who fails to accept 
an adverse decision pursuant to I 56.58 
(a) (5) shall have no further recourse to 
a hearing on the issue. 


g 56.66 Hearing procedure. 

(a) Upon receipt of a written request 
for a hearing, a Notice of Scheduled 
Hearing shall he mailed to the individual 
and other parties within 10 days. Such 
notice shall indicate the date. time, and 
place of the hearing, the Issues to be con¬ 
sidered, and the hearing procedures that 
will be followed. Hearings shall be sched¬ 
uled no earlier than 10 days, or later 
than 30 days, following the mailing of 
the hearing notice. 

(b) The hearing officer may resched¬ 
ule a hearing upon request of the individ¬ 
ual. his representative, or other party. 

* (c) An individual or his representative 

may withdraw the request for a hearing 
in writing before the hearing. 

(d* The WIN staff or its legal repre* 
tentative shall have primary responsi¬ 
bility for presenting the case before the 
hearing officer. 

§ 56.67 Conduct of WIN heaping*. 

<a> The hearing officer shall: 

(l) Regulate the course of the hear- 

^2) Issue subpoenas authorized by 
State law; 

(3) Assure that all relevant issues are 
considered, including the timeliness of 
the hearing request; 
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(4) Rule on the introduction of new 
and relevant evidence and testimony; 

(5) Take any other action consistent 
with due process, necessary to insure an 
orderly hearing. 

<b) The testimony at the hearing shall 
be recorded. It shall be transcribed only 
when necessary for review by an appel¬ 
late body. 

(c) The registrant or his representa¬ 
tive. and the designated WIN sponsor 
and SAU shall be afforded the oppor¬ 
tunity to present, examine, and cross- 
examine witnesses. 

(d> The hearing officer may elicit 
testimony from witnesses, but shall not 
act as advocate for any party. 

<e> The hearing officer shall receive, 
and make part of the record documen¬ 
tary evidence offered by any party and 
accepted at the hearing. Copies thereof 
shall be made available to other inter¬ 
ested parties upon request. 

(f> The case record, or any portion 
thereof, shall be available for Inspection 
and copying by any party at. prior to, 
or subsequent to the hearing upon re¬ 
quest. Special procedures may be used 
for disclosure of medical and psychologi¬ 
cal records such as disclosure to a phy¬ 
sician designated by the individual. 

<g) The hearing officer shall, if feasi¬ 
ble, resolve the dispute by conciliation 
at any time prior to the conclusion of the 
hearing. 

§ 56.6C Dcrtrion* of the bearing otftrrr. 

<a> The hearing officer may rule: 

<1* That the individual has failed to 
appear for appraisal without good cause 
or has failed or refused to participate 
without good cause, and that appropriate 
deregistration shall be Initiated; 

(2) That good cause has been shown 
for failure or refusal to participate and 
the individual should be retained in the 
program; 

(3) That the request for a hearing is 
dismissed because: 

<i> It was filed untimely without good 
cause; 

(fl) It has been withdrawn in writ¬ 
ing; 

<tii) The individual failed to appear at 
the hearing without good cause; or 
fiv) Reasonable cause exists to believe 
that the request has been abandoned or 
that repeated requests for rescheduling 
are arbitrary and for the purpose of un¬ 
duly delaying or avoiding a hearing, in 
which case the welfare agency may 
initiate necessary action to Impose ap¬ 
propriate sanctions; 

<4) That the individual was appropri¬ 
ately or Inappropriately assigned; or 
(5) Render such other rulings as arc 
appropriate to the issues in question. 
However, a hearing officer shall not con¬ 
sider the validity or constitutionality of 
the regulations in this Part or of the Act. 

<b> Based on the entire record includ¬ 
ing any evidence and oral testimony pro¬ 
vided at the hearing the hearing officer 
shall prepare a written decision. Within 
10 working days following the hearing, a 
copy of such decision stating his findings 
and conclusions of law and the reasons 
therefore, shall be mailed to the in¬ 


dividual and his authorized representa¬ 
tive, If any. the WIN sponsor, the SAU. 
and the RCC. Instructions for appealing 
an adverse decision or recommend:- ion 
to the appropriate appellate body shall 
be attached to the copy sent to the in¬ 
dividual and his representative. 

<c) In cases involving novel questions 
of law or policy the hearing officer 
may. within 5 days after issuing his writ¬ 
ten decision, certify the case for revlcr 
and decision to the State WIN appellate 
body or to the National Review* Pand 
(NRP) where the State does not provide 
for a State WIN appellate procedure 

§ 56.69 Appr.tL from hearing ofi« rr% 
lUcaioa. 

fa) Any party who disagrees with th* 
hearing officer's decision on the WIN 
issue may request a review of such deci¬ 
sion by the appropriate State appellate 
body within 10 days following the cate 
on which the hearing officer's decision b 
mailed. A request for appellate review of 
the hearing officer's decision shall not 
stay implementation of the decision 
<b> A State WIN appellate body rull 
consider and decide appeals filed w ithin 
the time period prescribed by paragraph 
Ca) of this section. Within 30 days -tfter 
receipt of the request for review it shall 
prepare a written decision either affirm¬ 
ing or reversing the hearing officer's de¬ 
cision or it may remand the case to a 
hearing officer for further evidence. The 
decision shall be based on its review of 
the entire hearing record and any addi¬ 
tional written evidence submitted or ob¬ 
tained in connection with its considera¬ 
tion of the appeal* However, in no ca* 
shall new evidence be admitted if it 
bring a into question the validity or con¬ 
stitutionality of the regulations in this 
Part or of the Act. The decision shill 
state the findings of fact and conclu¬ 
sions of law and the reasons therefore. 
Copies of the decision shall be mailed to 
the individual, his authorized representa¬ 
tive. if any. the WIN sponsor, the SAU, 
the RCC, and the NRP. Instruction? for 
appealing a decision to the NRP and the 
rules under which the NRP consH- ~ ap¬ 
peals shall be attached to the individual * 
copy of the decision. 

(c> While reviewing a case, n State 
WIN appellate body may consider novel 
questions of law or policy or certify the 
case within 5 days after rendering its de¬ 
cision to the NRP for review and deci¬ 
sion. a Am 

fd> If a hearing officer's adver 0*- 
cialon is reversed on appellate review, we 
individual shall be paid such retroactive 
WIN and welfare benefits as may be ap¬ 
plicable and. where appropriate, dial! 
reinstated In the program. 

§ 36.70 National Review Pnlirl (NKP). 

(a> The NRP shall be composed of ’M 
DOL Chief Administrative Law 
and other Administrative Law 
appointed pursuant to the Admin 
tive Procedure Act requirement and-des¬ 
ignated by the Chief Adznii^t ^M 
Law Judge to serve ns members oi w 
panel. The panel shall be located w 
Washington. DC., and shall ur.lf 


FEOERAl REGISTER. VOL 40 . NO. 182 —THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 18 , WPS 






RULES AND REGULATIONS 


43179 


equity requires otherwise, hold its reviews 
in Washington, 

(b) The NRP has Jurisdiction to— 

(1) Consider appeals where a State 
does not provide for a WIN appellate 
procedure in all cases In which a com¬ 
pel ling reason exists, including, but not 
limited to, cases raising novel and or 
substantial issues of law or policy. 

(2) Consider and decide cases where¬ 
in, in the exercise of Its discretion, it has 
accepted certification of the cases to it 
by the State WIN appellate body, or In 
the absence of a State WIN appellate 
body, by the hearing officer because they 
involve novel questions of law or policy; 

<3> Consider and decide cases which, 
on its own motion, it has requested from 
a State WIN appellate body or, in the 
absence of a State WIN appellate body, 
Xxom the hearing officer, 

<4) At its discretion, consider and 
decide appeals filed by individuals, the 
WIN sponsor or welfare agencies from 
State WIN appellate body decisions. 

<5) Monitor the consistency, legal 
sufficiency, and quality of cases handled 
by the hearing officer and State WIN 
appellate body. 

However, the NRP shall not have 
jurisdiction to examine the issue of cither 
the validity or constitutionality of the 
regulations, in this Part or of the Act. 

§ 36.71 Appeal* to ihe NRP. 

<a* Appeals to the NRP may be filed by 
any party. Such appeals shall be mailed 
within 10 days of the date of the written 
decision from which the appeal Is taken. 

The appeal shall be in writing, 
shall identify reasons in support of the 
appeal, and be addressed to the NRP. 
Notice of the appeal and where possible, 
copies of the appeal shall be sent by the 
NRP to all parties. 

<c> Any party to the proceeding may 
respond to the appeal or comment in 
Bupport of or In opposition to the appeal. 
Tne submitting party shall mail its re¬ 
sponse to the NRP within 10 days after 
the date of mailing of the notification 
that an appeal has been filed. 

§ 54,72 Rrqti«-*t for NRP to ncrrpf ccr- 
lifirntioii. 

(a) The State WIN appellate body, or, 
in the absence of a State WIN appellate 
body, the hearing officer may file a re- 
Quest that the NRP accept certification 

or a case. 

<b> The request must contain the fol¬ 
lowing: 

<l> A concise statement of the novel 
question of law r or policy which is the 

for the request to accept certifica¬ 
tion; 

‘2> a brief summary of the relevant 
facts and evidence; 

' Pertinent rulings, conclusions, and 
decisions by the hearing officer or the 

' ^ a PPcllate body, as the case may be; 

and 

•4) All reasons and arguments in sup¬ 
port of the request, including citation of 
applicable laws and case decisions. A 
, opy of any written decisions by the hear- 
«♦? °® cer or WTN appellate body must be 
attached to the request. 


<c> A request for the NRP to occept 
certification shall be filed as follows: 

(1) By the State WIN appellate body 
within 5 days following Issuance of its 
written decision; 

<2) In the absence of a State WIN 
appellate body, by the hearing officer 
within 5 days after issuance of his writ¬ 
ten decision; 

<d) The party filing a request to the 
NRP to accept certification of a case 
shall file the request with the NRP U.S. 
Department of Labor, Washington, D.C. 
20036 and simultaneously mail copies 
to every other party, including the 8tate 
agency administering hearings. 

(e) Any party who wishes to respond 
to the request or to comment thereon 
may file a response with the NRP in sup¬ 
port of or In opposition to the request 
within 10 days follow ing the date of mail¬ 
ing of a request that the NRP accept 
certification. A copy of the response shall 
be mailed to all parties to the proceeding, 
including the State agency administering 
hearings. 

§ a6.73 Krquc*t* by NRP for eertifirs- 
tlon. 

(a) Requests by NRP for certification 
of a case to It shall be made in writing 
no later than 30 days after receipt bv 
the NRP of a written decision by the 
State WIN appellate body or the hearing 
officer. Copies of the request shall be 
mailed to all parties. 

<b) In all cases, any party may file 
briefs in support of its position. The NRP 
may request briefs from the parties. 

(c) Briefs shall be filed within 30 days 
from the date mailing of the request that 
a case be certified. In cases where the 
NRP requests briefs, a different time limit 
may be set. 

§ 36. 4 4 Certification of the record. 

Upon receipt of written notice from 
the NRP that an appeal has been filed, 
that it has accepted certification of a 
case, or that it has requested certifica¬ 
tion of a case, the State WIN appellate 
body or the hearing officer, whichever is 
applicable, within 30 days of mailing of 
the notification, shall certify and file with 
the NRP the record of the hearing In¬ 
cluding the transcript of the hearing; a 
copy of the hearing officer's decision; 
where appropriate, a copy of the decision 
of the State appellate body; and, any 
other papers and documents relevant to 
the proceedings. The State WIN appel¬ 
late body or hearing officer, whichever is 
appropriate, shall prepare and include 
an index of the documents transmitted 
and shall mail a copy of such index to 
every party. 

8 36.73 Consideration by and <1< rbion* 
of the NRP. 

(a) In considering appeals before it. 
the NRP may sit in panels of three mem¬ 
bers. The DOL Chief Administrative Law 
Judge may designate any Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge employed by DOL to 
review or hear a particular case and to 
submit his findings and recommenda¬ 
tion to the NRP or any duly designated 
panel thereof. 


(b) In considering appeals before it, 
the NRP, a duly designated panel there¬ 
of. or the designated Administrative Law 
Judge may request the parties to 
submit additional written statements of 
position, hear oral arguments or hold 
additional hearings w’hcre necessary. 

(c) (1) Any party may make applica¬ 
tion in WTlttng for a hearing or oral 
presentation. Such application shall set 
forth the reasons In support thereof and 
be made within 10 days after: 

(i> Mailing of notification of the filing 
of an appeal from the decision of a hear¬ 
ing officer where the State docs not pro¬ 
vide for an appellate body; or 

<ll> Mailing of notification that the 
NRP at its discretion has accepted nn 
appeal from the decision of a State WIN 
appellate body; or 

Oil) Mailing of notification that the 
NRP has accepted certification of a case 
whether at Its request or upon the appli¬ 
cation of a State WIN appellate body or 
hearing officer. 

(2) If a hearing or oral argument Is 
directed, the notice shall state the date, 
time, place, nature, and purpose of the 
hearing or oral argument. Such notice 
shall be mailed to all parties. 

*3) At any hearing or oral argument 
so ordered, the NRP. or the designated 
Administrative Law Judge, may require 
or direct any party or person to appear 
to testify or produce evidence If such 
hearing or argument is deemed necess¬ 
ary. it shall be held at the location of the 
original hearing. 

(4) Any party to the proceeding may 
appear personally or be represented by 
an attorney or agent. 

<5) If a hearing is directed before an 
Administrative Law Judge, the findings 
and recommendations of the Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge to the panel shall be 
mailed to all parties. Any party may file 
with the NRP written exceptions and 
briefs in support thereof within 10 days 
of tile mailing of the Administrative Law 
Judge's findings and recommendations 
and shall at the same time mail copies 
of such exceptions and briefs to all other 
parties. Any exceptions filed shall refer 
to specific findings and recommenda¬ 
tions of the Administrative Law Judge. 

<d) In all cases which arc accepted for 
adjudication by the National Review 
Panel the NRP shall send a copy of all 
relevant materials to the NCC. Solicitor 
of Labor and Office of General Counsel, 
DHEW, to afford a 30-day period for the 
submittal of any response deemed ap¬ 
propriate or requests for oral argument. 

(e) The NRP shall prepare a written 
decision setting forth its findings, the 
reasons for its conclusions, and an appro¬ 
priate order. The decision shall be based 
on the record and any additional evi¬ 
dence submitted to or obtained by the 
NRP. The decision may consist of affir¬ 
mation. reversal, remand for further de¬ 
velopment of the evidence or other ap¬ 
propriate action. Copies of the NRP de¬ 
cisions including notification that the 
NRP has denied a request that it review 
a decision of a State WIN appellate body 
and notification that NRP has accepted 
certification of a case, shall be mailed to 
all parties and such other persons as may 
be appropriate. 
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g 36.76 Sixty-day counseling period and 
reinstatement of certified imlitidiiaU. 

(a) WIN benefits under Part C of title 
IV of the Act «not AFDC benefits* shall 
cease and the 60-day counseling period 
by the SAU shall commence to run on 
the fifth business day following; 

cl) The expiration of the prescribed 
time period for filing a request for a 
hearing on a proposed deregistration 
from WIN. or the date on which the re¬ 
quest for such hearing is dismissed; or 

(2) The date of the hearing officer’s 
decision that the disputant has refused 
or failed to accept employment or other¬ 
wise participate in the WIN program 
without good cause; or 

(3) A decision rendered by the State 
appellate body or the NRP which re¬ 
verses a decision favorable to a WIN 
registrant 

(b) The IMU will be notified imme¬ 
diately by the WIN sponsor of all of the 
foregoing actions. 

<c> Counseling shall be provided by 
the SAU for a period of up to 60-days, to 
those certified registrants who have been 
determined by the Secretary of Labor to 
have refused to participate in the WIN 
program without good cause for the pur¬ 
pose of persuading them to participate 
in WIN. Such counseling may be termi¬ 
nated at any time during this period at 
the discretion of the SAU when It be- 
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comes apparent that the counseling ef¬ 
forts are proving unsuccessful. Once a 
period of counseling and other services 
has been provided to an Individual, and 
he has again been found by the Secre¬ 
tary of Labor to have refused training 
or employment under WIN without good 
cause, the SAU shall not provide another 
period of counseling and other services. 

id) The 60-day counseling period shall 
not be provided to uncertified registrants. 

<e> A certified registrant who fails 
without good cause to appear for two or 
more scheduled counseling meetings 
shall be considered to have terminated 
the counseling. , . 

(f > Certified registrants who complete 
the 60-day counseling may be reaccepted 
into WIN only with the concurrence of 
the SAU. 

g 36.77 Subsequent WIN regUtralion 

by drrrgl*tercd individual*. 

(a) Individuals who were deregistered 
on the basis of a “without good cause” 
determination may. upon application, 
again register for WIN. provided 90 days 
have clasped since their deregistration 
and they have given evidence to the WIN 
project stall of willingness to participate. 
If he Is subsequently deregistered 
following a “without good cause 
finding” he shall not be registered or 
reaccepted in the WIN program unless 


satisfactory evidence is given of willing¬ 
ness to participate and 6 months have: 
elapsed since the effective date of the 
latest deregistration. 

(b) An Individual who has been rear, 
cepted Into the WIN program after such 
deregistration shall have the same right 
ns an individual who registers for the 
first time. 

<c) Reacceptance into the WIN pro- 
gram may be denied where the termii; - 
tion action was the result of the Individ¬ 
ual's disruptive behavior or of Criminal 
or other activities which presented a haz¬ 
ard to the staff or others. 

Effective Dale : These regulation* shall 
be effective within 180 days after pub .- 
cation in the Fedkral Rkgistwl or earlier 
at the option of the State. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
17320. Work Incentives Program and Incen¬ 
tives and 13 748. Work Incentives Progm: - 
Child Care-Employment Belated Supper: e 
Services) 

Dated: September 12. 1975. 

John T. Duxior, 
Secretary of Labor . 

David Mathews. 

Secretary of Health. 

Education , and Welfare . 

|FH Doc 78-24752 Filed 9-17-75.8:45 ami 
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Title 45—Public Welfare 

CHAPTER II—SOCIAL AND REHABILITA¬ 
TION SERVICE (ASSISTANCE PRO¬ 
GRAMS), DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

WORK INCENTIVE PROGRAMS FOR AFDC 
RECIPIENTS UNDER TITLE IV OF THE 
SOCIAL SECURITY ACT 
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On September 19,1974. there was pub- 
llshed in the Federal Register <39 
33699) a notice of proposed rulemaking 
proposing new Work Incentive Program 
(WIN) regulations to implement the 
Work Incentive Program under title IV 
of the Social Security Act <42 USCA 
601-44). 

The regulations proposed making the 
following significant changes in the WIN 
program: 

(1) The WIN registration function 
would be transferred from the local wel¬ 
fare staff to the local WIN sponsor (gen¬ 
erally the employment service). This 
would assist new WIN registrants to use 
the job referral services located at local 
WIN sponsor offices; (2) a requirement 
to engage in a job search activity would 
be added for AFDC recipients registered 
for WIN. but not yet certified by the 
State welfare agency for participation in 
WIN. and for individuals who arc certi¬ 
fied but who are not actively engaged in 
a WIN component; <3> the WIN sponsor 
would assume the function of deregister¬ 
ing all Individuals from WIN. This 
change places both registration for WIN 
and deregistration from WIN in the same 
administrative unit; (4) A new intensive 
manpower services component would be 
added as an option to current WIN pro¬ 
grams. This new component would pro¬ 
vide structured, intensive employment 
services and the development of job seek¬ 
ing skillR to individuals certified for WIN 
training; (5) The WIN hearing pro¬ 
cedures would be unified. Instead of dual 
hearings by the welfare agency and the 
WIN sponsor on the respective Issues of 
grant adjustment (including vendor pay¬ 
ments and selection of payee) and fail¬ 
ure to participate in WIN without good 
cause, either the welfare agency or the 
WIN sponsor would adjudicate both is¬ 
sues; and < 6 ) Provision would be made 
for opportunity by the National Coor¬ 
dination Committee to submit briefs and 
present oral arguments whenever a case 
Is before the National Review Panel. 

Approximately 180 letters were rc- 
. celved from individuals, corporations, 
associations, public interest groups. 
State employment services, welfare and 
other Government agencies. 

Following is the substance of the 
major concents expressed in the com¬ 
ments and the Departments response, 
Including changes, made to the final 
regulations. 

1. Implementation. Opposition to the 
changes was based on the belief that it 
Is untimely during the current economic 
downturn, creating onerous burdens on 
unskilled undereducated welfare recip¬ 
ients who are forced to compete with 
recently unemployed individuals. Also of 
concern was the view that budgetary 


cuts would not allow for increased par¬ 
ticipant activity as called for in the new 
regulation. 

These changes are considered neces¬ 
sary to make better and more efficient 
use of available funds and are done with 
the view- that they will assist in giving 
training and necessary support to the 
unskilled in accomplishing the objectives 
expressed In the Act. In this manner the 
opportunity of these individuals to at¬ 
tain or retain the goals of self-sufficiency 
and independence will be enhanced. 

2. Registration Transfer. Opponents to 
tliis change argued against the transfer 
of the registration process from welfare 
to the employment service, particularly 
in rural areas, because of increased 
transportation costs. Inaccessability of 
WIN offices, administrative delays for ap¬ 
plicants and the lowering of volunteer 
rates. 

In order to avoid registration prob¬ 
lems. the WIN sponsor may. with RCC 
concurrence, contract with another 
agency to provide registration activities 
where special conditions warrant. 

3. Job Search. Some comments were 
critical of the job search activity for 
WIN registrants who are AFDC recip¬ 
ients. The principal allegations and con¬ 
cerns were: ( 1 ) a lack of statutory 
authority and national guidelines. ( 2 ) 
Ineffectiveness as a result of high employ¬ 
ment ( 3 ) unemployability of some regis¬ 
trants. ( 4 ) lack of prior supportive serv¬ 
ices and (5) the burden on WIN staff. 
This provision has been withdrawn 
pending legislation. 

4. Sixty-day Counseling Period. A 
number of commentators suggested that 
the present 60-day counseling period is 
meaningless and should be changed, per¬ 
haps even completely dropped. 

This provision Ls required by the Act 
and thus may not be modified without a 
legislative change. 

5. Adjudication Process. Concern was 
expressed regarding the proposed change 
requiring that a single hearing be dis¬ 
positive of both welfare and WIN issues, 
citing statutory and constitutional con¬ 
flicts as well os procedural problems of 
the adjudication process. 

The adjudication procedures set forth 
In the proposed regulation have been re¬ 
vised to provide only hearings on WIN 
issues. 

6 . Definition: Commuting Time Sev¬ 
eral suggestions included a change in the 
definition, particularly the exclusion 
from the overall travel time of time nec¬ 
essary to transport children to child care. 
After consideration of the comments and 
review of common commuting practices, 
no change in this section was considered 
necessary. 

7. Job Market Information. A number 
of comments were received objecting to 
this provision. The final regulations pro¬ 
vide that labor market information and 
job referrals will be given to all appli¬ 
cants and recipients of AFDC at the 
time of registration for employment, 
training, and manpower services in or¬ 
der to immediately begin to assist them 
to attain or retain capability for self 
support and personal Independence. 


8 . Program Coordination with CETa 
It was suggested that WIN planm : 
activities be coordinated with CETA 
planning. This will be part of the con¬ 
siderations involved in developing the 
State and local WIN plans. 

9. Expenditures and Disregards . Com¬ 
ments received recommended that the 
33 y 3 OJT/PSE expenditure requirement 
be dropped and that income Asegaids 
accorded OJT be made available to those 
in PSE. These are statutory require¬ 
ments and cannot be changed. In addi¬ 
tion to the changes noted above, the prr - 
tinent content of R22035, and 220 36, 
and 233.11 has been incorporated In Part 
224 and a number of other revisions hav e 
been made in the regulation in response 
to comments and for technical, editor. 1 
and conforming puryoses. Accordli l.v 
Chapter II. Title 45 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations is amended as set forth 
below: 


PART 220—SERVICE PROGRAMS FOR 
FAMILIES AND CHILDREN; TITLE IV, 
PARTS A AND B OF SOCIAL SECURITY 
ACT (EFFECTIVE UNTIL JAN. 1, 1975) 

§ 220.35 IRovcrvrdl 

1 . i 220.35 is vacated and reserved. 
Set* Part 224 of this chapter. 

§ 220.36 I Reserved 1 

2. I 220.36 is vacated and reserved. Sec 
9 224.16 of this chapter. 

PART 233—COVERAGE AND CONDITIONS 
OF ELIGIBILITY IN FINANCIAL ASSIST¬ 
ANCE PROGRAMS 

§233.11 (Reserved! 

3 . i 233.11 is vacated and reserved Set 
Subpart C of Part 224 of this chapter 

4. Chapter n of Title 45 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended by add¬ 
ing a new Part 224 to read as set forth 
below: 

PART 224—WORK INCENTIVE PROGRAMS 
FOR AFDC RECIPIENTS UNDER TITLE 
IV OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT 
Subpart A—Purpose end Scope end D#fin* .on* 

Sec. 

224.0 Purpose and scope. 

224 1 Definition*. 

Subpart B—Administration 
224.10 General administration provision 
224 11 Annual 8tatc WIN plans. 

224.12 Annual local WIN plan*. 

224.13 State and local agreement* for 

activities and programs 

224.14 Allocation of federal fund* 

224 15 Use of federal fund*; political activi¬ 
ties. 

224.16 Non-federal contribution 
224 17 Report*, records, financial 
menta and audit*. 

224.18 Adjustments In payment* to 
sponsor*. 

224 19 Termination of contract* or grnau 
224 20 Registration requirement* for ATDC 
applicant* and recipient*. • 11 
plan requirement* 

22421 Registration procedure*. 

224.22 Appraisal and certification. 

Subpart D —Supportlva and Manpower 
and Protective Provisions 

224.30 Supportive services; State pi** 1 
qulrementa. 

22431 |Reserved| „ , - 

224.32 Pay and allowance* for Individ 
certified for WIN training 
22433 Relocation assistance 
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Sec. 

224 34 Appropriate work and training 
criteria. 

224 35 Period of participation. 

224.36 Nondiscrimination. 

Subpart C—Th# WIN Component* and Activities 

224 40 Public service employment (P8K). 

224.41 Intensive manpower services compo¬ 
nent. 

224.43 On-the-job training (OJT). 

224 43 Institutional and other work experi¬ 
ence training. 

224.44 WIN Individuals enrolled In other 

employment or training program* 

234 45 Non-federal employee status. 

Subpart F —D*r«gl%tration and Sanction*. 

234 50 Deregistration from WIN. 

224.51 Sanctions. 

Subpart G—Tha WIN Adjudication Syatem 

224 60 Disputes Regarding WIN registra¬ 
tions. 

224 61 Rules and procedures. 

224 62 Complaints and grievances. 

224 63 Requirement of conciliation and no¬ 
tice. 

224 64 Request for hearing. 

224.63 Issues subject to hearing. 

224 46 Hearing procedures. 

324 67 Conduct of WIN hearings. 

224.08 Decisions of the hearing officer. 

224 69 Appeals from hearing officer s deci¬ 
sion. 

324 70 National review panel (NRP) 

224.71 Appeals to the NRP 

224 73 Request from NRP to accept certifi¬ 
cation. 

224.73 Requests by NRP for certification. 

224 74 Certification of the record. 

224 75 Consideration by and decisions of 
the NRP 

234.78 Sixty-day counseling period and re¬ 
instatement of certified indlvtd- 


234.77 Subsequent WIN registration by 
deregistered Individuals. 

ArrifoajTT: Sec. 1102 of the Act, 49 Slat. 
647; 43 0R.C. 1302; and secs. 402(a)(7). 402 
(a) (19) . and 430-444 of the Social Security 
Act> as amended, unless otherwise noted 

Subpart A—Purpose and Scope and 
Definitions 

$ 224.0 Purpose and scope. 

ffti The purpose of this Part 224 Is to 
provide for a Work Incentive Program 
* WIN) under Title IV of the Social Se¬ 
curity Act (Act). 

(b> This part contains the policies, 
rules, and regulations pertaining to the 

WIN program. 

§ 224.1 Definition*. 

Act means the Social Security Act 
AFDC <Ald to Families with Depend- 
6Gt Children) means the program au¬ 
thorized by Title IV-A of the Act to pro¬ 
vide financial assistance and social serv- 

ncc< *y families with dependent 

children. 

Applicant means a person who 
applies to the State or local welfare 

agency for AFDC. 

Appraisal mean* the interview of a 
regutrant by WIN sponsor stair 
w»d Bcparate Administrative Unit <8AU> 
suit to determine employability poten¬ 
tial, to determine the need for supportive 
plan*’ ^ 10 develop an employability 

rwt DW . means the Assistant Regional 
of Labor *° r Manpower - u 8 Department 
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Certification means a written notice 
from the 8AU that necessary supportive 
services have been arranged or are avail¬ 
able to enable a WIN registrant to ac¬ 
cept employment, training, or manpower 
services, or that no supportive sendees 
are needed and that the individual Is at 
that time ready for employment or 
training. 

Deregistration means the removal of 
an individual from the WIN program. 

DHEW means the US. Department of 
Health. Education and Welfare. 

DOL means the U.S. Department of 
Labor. 

Employability Plan means a written 
plan for a WIN registrant that sets forth 
that individual's occupational goal and 
the manpower and supportive services 
necessary for him to reach that goal. 

Exempt refers to an AFDC applicant or 
recipient who is not required by the Act 
to register for employment or training 
under the WIN program as a condition of 
eligibility for AFDC. 

Hearing Officer means the hearing of¬ 
ficer designated in the State WIN plan 
to hear and decide or make recommenda¬ 
tions on issues involving WIN. 

Income Maintenance Unit tIMU> 
means the unit of the State or local wel¬ 
fare agency which determines Individ¬ 
uals' eligibility for AFDC. 

Institutional Training means voca¬ 
tional or other classroom training con¬ 
ducted by an Instructor in a nonworksite 
setting. 

Intensive Afanpotoer Services Compo¬ 
nent means a structured work experience 
component providing manpower and em¬ 
ployment services to certified WIN 
registrants to assist them in obtaining 
unsubsidized employment. 

Local WIN Plan means the plan de¬ 
veloped annually by local WIN personnel 
which describes the operation of the 
WIN program for that area. 

Mandatory or Nonexempt Registrant 
means an AFDC applicant or recipient 
who Is required by the Act to register for 
manpower services, training or employ¬ 
ment as a condition of eligibility for 
AFDC. 

Manpower Services means employment 
related and training services provided by 
the WIN sponsor, designed to improve 
the work skills of on individual and aid 
him to find employment. 

NCC means the National Coordination 
Committee, a committee established to 
administer the WIN program, consisting 
of the Assistant Secretary for Manpower 
(DOL) and the Administrator of the So¬ 
cial and Rehabilitation Service (DHEW>. 

NRP means the National Review Panel, 
the final level of administrative review’ 
which is comprised of the DOL Chief Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge and other Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judges appointed pur¬ 
suant to the Administrative Procedure 
Act's requirements and designated by 
the Chief Judge to serve as members of 
that panel. 

OJT means on-the-job training, an 
employment opportunity component in 
which certified registrants receive skill 
training. Under this component, a WIN 
registrant Is hired by a private or public 
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employer and is provided skill training 
under contract with the employer. 

PSE means public sendee employment, 
a WIN sponsored component which pro¬ 
vides subsidized employment with public 
or nonprofit private agencies for indi¬ 
viduals who cannot be placed In regular 
unsubsidized employment. 

Recipient means an individual who has 
been determined to be eligible to receive 
AFDC 

RC means the Regional Commissioner 
of the Social and Rehabilitation Service 
<DHEW>. 

RCC means the Regional Coordina¬ 
tion Committee established In each re¬ 
gion consisting of the ARDM and the 
RC. 

Registrant means an AFDC applicant 
or recipient who has registered with the 
WIN sponsor for manpower services, 
training, and employment. 

Registration means the process where¬ 
by an AFDC applicant or recipient reg¬ 
isters with the WIN sponsor, completes a 
work history, and agrees to the require¬ 
ments of the program by signing a com¬ 
pleted registration card. 

"SAU” means the Separate Adminis¬ 
trative Unit, that unit of the single State 
welfare agency established pursuant to 
section 402(a) (19) (O) of the Act. to ad¬ 
minister the WIN program for that 
agency. 

State welfare agency means the wel¬ 
fare agency designated pursuant to 45 
CFR 205.100 with authority to administer 
or supervise the administration of the 
StAte plan approved under title IV A of 
the Act. 

State means any of the 50 States, the 
District of Columbia, the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, and 
Guam. 

State plan means the State plan for 
AFDC approved under title IV. A of the 
Act. 

State WIN plan means the Statewide 
operational plan for WIN, covering 
AFDC applicants and recipients required 
to register for employment, manpower 
services and training under WIN. devel¬ 
oped by the WIN sponsor and SAU in 
each state and approved and supervised 
by the RCC under title IV. Part C of the 
Act. 

Supportive Services means those social 
services provided or arranged by the 
SAU. necessary to enable an individual to 
engage in employment, training or other 
manpower program. 

Training Related Expenses means 
those expenses, reimbursable from WIN 
funds, that are incurred by Individuals 
participating in WIN program com¬ 
ponents. 

Volunteer means an AFDC applicant 
or recipient who. though exempt from 
WIN registration, volunteers for WIN 
and registers for employment, manpower 
services and training. 

Welfare hearing officer means the 
hearing officer designated by the welfare 
agency to hear and decide or make rec¬ 
ommendations on issues relating to ex¬ 
emption or nonexemption for WIN reg¬ 
istration. 
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WIN Incentive Payment means a cash 
payment of up to $30 per month, paid to 
an Individual who Is participating in an 
institutional or work experience com¬ 
ponent. including the Intensive Man¬ 
power Services Component. 

WIN Sponsor means the State agency 
(such as the State employment service) 
or other public or nonprofit private 
agency which, through agreement with 
the A RDM. administers the WIN man¬ 
power program under Part C of title IV 
of the Act at the State or local level. 

Work Experience Training means a 
clearlv defined, well-supervised assign¬ 
ment with a public or nonprofit private, 
employer; the term is also used to refer 
to the intensive manpower services 
component. 

Subpart B—Administration 

§221.10 (General administration, provi- 
ukrns. 


(a> The WIN program is administered 
jointly by the Secretary of Labor and the 
Secretary of Health. Education, and 
Welfare. To carry out Department of 
Labor responsibilities under these regu¬ 
lations. the Secretary of Labor has desig¬ 
nated the Assistant Secretary for Man¬ 
power (Assistant Secretary). To carry 
out Department of Health. Education, 
and Welfare responsibilities under these 
regulations, the Secretary of Health. 
Education, and Welfare has designated 
the Administrator of the Social and Re¬ 
habilitation Sendee (Administrator). 

(b» The Assistant Secretary and the 
Administrator together form the WIN 
National Coordination Committee 
(NCC> which is responsible for the ef¬ 
fective national administration of WIN. 

(c) The NCC shall issue a WIN Hand¬ 
book. establish uniform reporting pro¬ 
cedures, establish and clarify policy 
under these regulations, and establish 
other requirements for effective admin¬ 
istration. NCC issuances shall be binding 
on all regional, State, and local WIN 
operations. 

<d> The NCC shall designate a na¬ 
tional Executive Director to administer 
the program. 

<e> The Assistant Secretary has desig¬ 
nated the Assistant Regional Director 
for Manpower in each region <ARDM> 
to carry out the WIN program in each 
region. The Administrator has desig¬ 
nated the Regional Commissioner (RC) 
of the Social and Rehabilitation Service 
to carry out his responsibilities under 
these regulations in each region. 

<f) Within each region the ARDM and 
the RC shall form the WIN Regional Co¬ 
ordination Committee iRCC>. The RCC 
shall review r and approve all State 
WIN plans and modifications of such 
plans covering the States in its region. 
Consistent with directives of the NCC. it 
shall also establish and clarify policy un¬ 
der these regulations and shall establish 
other requirements for effective adminis¬ 
tration. 

<g> The RCC shall enter Into an 
agreement with the State WIN sponsor 
and the State welfare agency under 
which they shall be responsible for the 
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overall administration of the State WIN 
plan. 

(h) Within each state the welfare 
agency's Separate Administrative Unit 
<SAU> shall be responsible for the pro¬ 
vision and arrangement of supportive 
services. The Income Maintenance Unit 
OMU) of each State welfare agency 
is responsible for determining all ques¬ 
tions relating to eligibility for AFDC 
benefits, including whether an individual 
is required to register for WIN. 

§ 224.11 Annual Stale WIN plan*. 

State WIN plans on an annual basis 
shall be Jointly developed and approved 
by the State WIN sponsor and State wel¬ 
fare agency. The NCC shall issue instruc¬ 
tions setting guidelines to the State WIN 
sponsor and State welfare agency for the 
development of State WIN plans The 
plan shall Indicate those areas in which 
the State WIN sponsor and welfare 
agency, after considering such factors as 
size of the welfare case load and budget¬ 
ary constraints, propose to operate WIN 
projects. Each State WIN plan shall de¬ 
scribe the operation to be carried out by 
the State WIN sponsor and the State wel¬ 
fare agency as well as a summary of the 
data in the local WIN plans, as required 
by 1224.12. The State WIN plan shall 
also provide for the establishment of 
Labor Market Advisory Councils In ac¬ 
cord with section 432(f) of the Act. 


§ 224.12 Annual local WIN plan*. 

<a) Each local WIN sponsor and each 
local 8AU shall Jointly develop an annual 
local WIN plan after consulting with 
other agencies as appropriate. Such plan 
shall describe the local project's opera¬ 
tion. The NCC will issue instructions set¬ 
ting guidelines for the development of 
such plans. 

ib) Local WIN plans shall be for¬ 
warded to the State WIN sponsor and 
State SAU for consideration in the de¬ 
velopment of the State WIN plan. 

(c) The State WIN sponsor and state 
welfare agency shall forward copies of 
the State WIN plan (with local WIN 
plans attached) to the appropriate RCC 
for approval. The State WIN sponsor 
shall also forward a copy of the plan to 
the Governor’s State Manpower Services 
Council, established under the Compre¬ 
hensive Employment and Training Act of 
1973 <Pub. L. 93-203). or its equivalent, 
for review and comment. Any comments 
made by the Council shall be forwarded 
directly to the RCC with copies to the 
State WIN sponsor and State welfare 
agency, 

(d) Once approved by the RCC. the 
State WIN plan shall be binding on the 
State WIN sponsor and State welfare 
agency. Any disagreement concerning 
the approval or disapproval of a State 
WIN plan between the Departmental 
representatives serving os members of 
the ROC shall be referred promptly to 
the NCC for resolution. 


§ 224.13 Slate and local agreement* for 
WIN idivilin and program*. 

A WIN sponsor may. through agree¬ 
ments with public or private agencies or 
organizations, including Indian tribes 


with respect to Indians on a reserva¬ 
tion. carry out such activities and pro¬ 
grams as are approved or developed by 
the Secretary of Labor, including but not 
limited to public service employment pro¬ 
grams, intensive manpower services pro¬ 
grams. institutional programs. on-tht- 
Job training programs, and work exper¬ 
ience programs. Work experience pro¬ 
grams and Public Service Employm t 
agreements may be entered Into only 
with public agencies and nonprofit pri¬ 
vate employers organized for a public 
purpose. 

§ 224.14 Allocation* of federal fund*. 

<a> The Secretary of Labor shall al¬ 
locate not less than 50 percent of the 
sums appropriated under Part C of title 
IV of the Act to carry out the WIN pro¬ 
gram among the States in accords e 
with & formula under which each State 
receives (from the total available for 
such allotment) an amount which bears 
the same ratio to the total amount avail¬ 
able as the average number of indivldu ils 
in each State who, during the month of 
January last preceding the commence¬ 
ment of such fiscal year, are registered 
pursuant to section 402(a) 09) (A) of the 
Act. bears to the average number of in¬ 
dividuals in ail States who. during that 
month, are so registered. 

(b) The Secretary of Labor shall al¬ 
locate the balance of the sums not allo¬ 
cated under paragraph (a) of this section 
in such manner as he determines will best 
serve the objectives of the program 

(c) Of the sums expended on WIN by 
the Department of Labor not less than 
33 Vi percent thereof shall be expend 
for carrying out the programs of on-the- 
job training and public service employ¬ 
ment which meet criteria specified in the 
WIN Handbook issued under 5 224 10 

<d) The Secretary of Health. Educ¬ 
tion, and Welfare shall prescribe meth¬ 
ods for the allocation of funds pursuant 
to section 403(d) of the Act for the 50 
States and the District of Columbia For 
Puerto Rico. Guam and the Virgin Is¬ 
lands, the Secretary of Health. Educa¬ 
tion, and Welfare shall allocate funds 
pursuant to section 1108 of the Act. 

§ 224.15 U*r of federal fund*; political 
activities. 

(a) Federal funds under Part C of 
title IV of the Act. allocated by the Sec¬ 
retary of Labor to the State WIN sponsor, 
may be used to meet not more than 
percent of the cost of carrying out the 
regulations promulgated under this pari 

(b) WIN funds under Part C of title 
IV of the Act may be used for training, 
supervision, materials, a d m i n istration, 
incentive payments, transportation fees 
for medical examinations required tor 
the determination of exempt status un¬ 
der i 224.20 and other items as author¬ 
ized by the Secretary of Labor, but 
not, except in cases of WIN PSE un^cr 
the Act, be used for any reimbursement 
to the employer for time spent by indi¬ 
viduals In work, or incapacity for work 
assignment under 1224.34(a)(2). 

(c) WIN funds under section 4031 a 
of the Act may be used to meet 90 per¬ 
cent of the cost of supportive service 
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including child care, provided by or ar¬ 
ranged for by the SAU. for AFDC recipi¬ 
ents who are certified to WIN. and SAU 
..dmlnlstrative costs for all registrants. 

<d> Federal funds shall be expended 
only for costa: 

(1) Permitted under the provisions of 
Subpart 1-15.7 of Title 41 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations, entitled “Principles 
for Determining Costs Applicable to 
Grants and Contracts": and 
<2) Not barred under the provisions of 
this part. 

<e> Pursuant to section 403(c) of the 
Act, notwithstanding any other provision 
of this chapter, the Federal share of 
as&istanoe payments under Title IV-A of 
the Act for any fiscal year shall be re¬ 
duced by 1 percentage point for each 
percentage point by which t he n umber of 
Individuals certified to the WIN sponsor 
as ready for employment or training un¬ 
der the WIN program falls below 15 per¬ 
cent of the average number of Individuals 
in the State who are required to be reg¬ 
istered during such fiscal year. 

(f> No funds allocated under the Act 
shall be used for any partisan or nonpar¬ 
tisan political activity or to further the 
election or defeat of any candidate for 
public office; nor shall they be used to 
provide services, or for the employment 
or assignment of personnel in a manner 
supporting or resulting in the identifica¬ 
tion of programs conducted pursuant to 
the Act with: 

fl> Any partisan or nonpartisan po¬ 
litical activity or any other political ac¬ 
tivity associated with a candidate, or 
contending faction or group, in an elec- 
ton for public or party office, or lobbying 
for any matter at public issue; 

<2) Any activity to provide voters or 
prospective voters with transportation to 
the polls or similar assistance in connec¬ 
tion with any such election; 

(3) Any voter registration activity. 

§ 221.16 Non-fadcral contribution. 

<a) A State plan under title IV-A of 
the Act must provide that the State wel¬ 
fare agency will assure a non-federal 
contribution to the Work Incentive pro¬ 
grams established under Part C of the 
Act by appropriate agencies of the 
State or private organizations of 10 per¬ 
cent of the total cost of such programs, 
in cash or in-kind fairly evaluated. For 
thU purpose, the State welfare agency 
1,111 Jointly with the State WIN 
'ponsor for the development and use of 
'"-kind resources. The State welfare 
agency must make the arrangements for. 

, nwd not H*«lf make, the contribu- 
:on An in-kind contribution may be 
• 3de in the form of the provision of 
unices, staff, space, equipment, or any 
0J5er * ood » or services of value es¬ 
sential to the operation of the WIN 
Program Where such contribution Is ln- 
-*‘nd. the amount thereof will be deter- 


mined on the basis of its reasonable 
value as established by suitable docu¬ 
mentation. 

(b) The State welfare agency shall 
assure a non-Federal cash contribution 
of 10 percent of the cost of supportive 
services and related administrative ex¬ 
penses Incurred by the SAU under Title 
IV-A of the Act. 

(c) The WIN sponsor costs of opera¬ 
tion of the WIN program which may be 
met by the non-federal contribution may 
include the costs of training, supervision, 
materials, administration. incentive 
payments, transportation, and other 
items as are authorized by the WIN 
sponsor. 

(d) Funds from other Federal sources, 
whether in cash or in-kind, may not be 
used for the non-federal share, except 
when specifically permitted by law. State 
funds or resources that have been used 
to match other federal funds also may 
not be used for this purpose. 

<e) II the State welfare agency fails to 
make arrangements for the non-Federal 
contribution of 10 percent of the total 
Statewide program costs of operation, 
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion. the Secretary of Health, Education, 
and Welfare may withhold, under the 
conditions specified in the law, the equiv¬ 
alent of amounts to be paid from the 
grants to the State agency for the public 
assistance titles. 

(f) The provisions of Federal Manage¬ 
ment Circular <FMC> 74-7 must be met. 

§221.17 Reporta, records financial 
Mate menu and audit*. 

(a) State and local WIN sponsors and 
welfare agencies shall submit periodic 
reports as required by DOL and DREW 
to assure proper accounting for all pro¬ 
gram funds, including the non-Federal 
share. Such records and accounts shall be 
made available for audit purposes to DOL 
and DHEW. the Comptroller General of 
the United States or any authorized rep¬ 
resentative of these agencies, and shall be 
retained for 3 years after the completion 
of or final payment under the agreement, 
whichever is later. The records shall be 
retained beyond the 3-year period if 
audit findings have not been resolved. 
State and local WTN sponsors and wel¬ 
fare agencies shall also submit periodic 
reports as required by DOL and DHEW 
covering non-flnancial program activi¬ 
ties 

(b> Program funds and activities shall 
be audited In conformity with the Stand¬ 
ards for Audit of Government Organiza¬ 
tions. Program Activities and Functions 
issued by the Comptroller General of the 
United States 

§ Adjustment* in payment* to 

WIN *pon«or*. 

<a> If any funds are expended by a 
WIN sponsor or by a public service em¬ 
ployer In violation of the Act. the regula¬ 
tions. grant conditions or contract pro¬ 
visions. the Secretary of Labor may make 


necessary adjustments in payments to 
the sponsor or the employing agency on 
account of such unauthorized expendi¬ 
tures. He may draw back unexpended 
funds which have been made available in 
order to assure that they will be used in 
accordance with the purposes of the Act. 
or to prevent further unauthorized ex¬ 
penditures. and lie may withhold funds 
otherwise payable under the Act in order 
to recover any amounts expended for un¬ 
authorized purposes in the current or 
immediately preceding fiscal year. 

<b) No action taken by the Secretary 
of Labor under paragraph <a) of this 
section shall entitle the WIN sponsor to 
reduce program activities or allowances 
for any participant or to expend less 
during the effective period of the 
contract or grant than those sums called 
for In the State WTN plan. Any such re¬ 
duction in expenditures may be deemed 
sufficient cause for termination. 

§224.19 Termination of contract* or 
grant*, 

<a» If a WIN sponsor or IMU violates 
any provision of the Act or the regula¬ 
tions In this Part, or contract provisions 
or grant conditions which the Secretary 
of Labor has Issued or shall subsequently 
issue during the period of the contract or 
grant, the Secretary of Labor may ter¬ 
minate the contract or grant In whole or 
in part unless the agency which caused 
the violation corrects it within a period 
of 30 days after receipt of notice specify¬ 
ing the violation; or 

<b) In his descretion, the Secretary of 
Labor may terminate the contract or 
grant in whole or in part; 

(c> Termination shall be effected by a 
notice of termination which shall specify 
the extent of termination and the date 
upon which such termination becomes 
effective. Upon receipt of a notice of 
termination the agency shall: 

( 1 ) Discontinue further commitments 
of contract or grant funds to the extent 
that they relate to the terminated por¬ 
tion of the contracts or grants; 

(2) Promptly cancel all contracts or 
subcontracts utilizing funds under the 
contract or grant to the extent that they 
relate to the terminated portion of the 
contract or grant; 

(3> Settle, with the approval of the 
Secretary of Labor, all outstanding 
claims arising from such termination; 

(4) Submit, within 6 months after the 
receipt of the notice of termination, a 
termination settlement proposal which 
shall include a final statement of all un¬ 
reimbursed costs related to the termi¬ 
nated portion of the contract or grant 
but in the case of terminations under 
paragraph (a) of this section will not in¬ 
clude the cost of preparing a settlement 
proposal. Allowable cost shall be deter¬ 
mined in accordance with the provisions 
of Part 1-15.7 of Title 41 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations and Federal Mar 
agement Circular <FMC> 74-4. 
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Subpart C—Requirements and Procedures 
for Registration and Procedures for Ap¬ 
praisal and Certification 


§ 221.20 RcjsUtrulion rr-quirrmctiU for 
AFOC fippliranta and recipients; 
State plan requirement*. 

A State plan under Title IV-A of the 
Social Security Act must provide that: 

(a) All applicants and recipients who 
are required to register by section 402 
(a) (19) (A) of the Act shall register for 
manpower services, training, and em¬ 
ployment as a condition of eligibility for 
AFDC, except as otherwise provided 
under paragraph (b) of this section; 

<b> The Income Maintenance Unit 
<IMU» of the State or local welfare 
agency shall determine which AFDC ap¬ 
plicants and recipients are exempt from 
registration and which arc required to 
register as a condition of eligibility for 
AFDC benefits, based on the following 
criteria: Each AFDC applicant and re¬ 
cipient shall register unless he is: 
cl) Under age 16: 

<2) Regularly attending school and age 
16 but not yet 21 years of age «or 18 
years of age if the State AFDC plan 
limits benefits to children who are un¬ 
der age 18 >. There must be verification 
according to State welfare regulations 
that the person is enrolled or has been 
accepted for enrollment for the next 
school term as a full-time student as de¬ 
fined in 45 CFR 233,90: ______ 

(3) HI. when determined by the IMU 
on the basis of medical evidence or on 
another sound basis that the illness or 
Injun.’ is serious enough to temporarily 
prevent entry Into employment or train¬ 
ing; 

<4> Incapacitated, when verified by 
tire IMU that a physical or mental im¬ 
pairment, determined by a physician or 
licensed or certified psychologist, by it¬ 
self or in conjunction with age. prevents 
the individual from engaging in employ¬ 
ment or training under WIN: 

(5) 65 years of age or older; 

(6) Residing outside of a WIN project 
area specified in the State WIN plan or 
residing within a WIN project area at a 
location which is so remote from a WIN 
office or service unit that effective par¬ 
ticipation in the program is precluded. 
The individual shall be considered re¬ 
mote if a round trip of more than 2 hours 
by reasonably available public or private 
transportation, exclusive of time neces¬ 
sary to transport children to and from a 
child care facility, would be required for 
a normal work or training day. unless 
normal round trip commuting time in 
the area is more than 2 hours, in which 
case the round trip commuting time shall 
not exceed the generally accepted com¬ 
munity standards; 

(7) A caretaker in the home, and the 
IMU has verified that a physical or men¬ 
tal impairment, as determined by a phy¬ 
sician or licensed or certified psycholo¬ 
gist, of another member of the household 
requires the individual’s presence in the 
home on a substantially continuous basis, 
and that no other appropriate member of 
the household is available; 

(8* A mother or other caretaker rela¬ 
tive of a child under age 6; or 


<9> a mother or other female care¬ 
taker of a child, when the nonexempt 
father or other nonexempt adult male 
relative in the home is registered and has 
not refused to participate in the program 
or to accept employment without good 
cause. 

<c> The IMU shall inform each appli¬ 
cant and recipient in writing that: 

(1) The needs of any nonexempt ap¬ 
plicant or recipient who fails to register 
as required will not be taken into account 
in determining the need and the amount 
of the AFDC assistance payment; 

(2) Exempt applicants and recipients 
must report to the IMU any changes 
which affect their exempt status; 

(3) Any applicant or recipient has a 
right to a hearing before the 8Ute wel¬ 
fare agency to contest a determination 
of nonexempt status or to contest a 
denial of AFDC benefits when such 
benefits have been denied because of his 
refusal to register for WIN; 

(4> Exempt applicants and recipients 
in WIN project areas may choose to reg¬ 
ister voluntarily for manpower services, 
training, and employment, and may 
withdraw such registration at any time 
without loss of AFDC benefits, provided 
their status has not changed in a way 
which would require registration; and 
<5> Nonexempt applicants and recipi¬ 
ents, along with exempt individuals who 
volunteer for WIN. shall report to a spec¬ 
ified place of registration at the office of 
the WIN sponsor or its approved agent. 

(d> The IMU shall immediately refer 
all applicants and recipients, whom it 
has determined to be nonexempt, and all 
volunteers, to the WIN sponsor or its 
approved agent for registration. 

(e) The IMU shall refer individuals 
who have been determined to be exempt 
from registration on the basis of incapac¬ 
ity to the appropriate State vocational 
rehabilitation agency. 

<f) The IMU of the welfare agency 
shall include a rede termination of ex¬ 
emption as a part of the AFDC eligibility 
redetermination process, except where an 
individual has been determined to be 65 
years of age or older, or permanently 

Incapacitated. _ 

(g) The IMU shall notify the WIN 
sponsor within 3 working days of any 
welfare determination which may affect 
an Individual’s WIN status. 


§ 221.21 KrgUtration procedure#. 

<a> The WIN sponsor shall promptly 
register all Individuals found by the IMU 
to be nonexempt, and all Individuals who 
volunteer for WIN. when they appear at 
the WIN office so that eligibility deter¬ 
minations are not delayed. Where special 
conditions warrant (such as a paucity of 
WIN sponsor offices in an area >. the WIN 
sponsor may. with the concurrence of the 
Regional Coordination Committee 
< RCC). contract with other public or pri¬ 
vate nonprofit agencies in specified areas 
to carry out registration activities. Under 
this requirement, the WIN sponsor (or 
its approved agency) shall: 

( 1) Obtain a complete work history on 
each applicant and recipient; 


(2) Notify each registrant about the 
nature of the WIN program and about 
his rights and responsibilities therein, 

(3> provide each registrant with writ 
ten proof of registration; 

(4) If the IMU has determined an in¬ 
dividual to be nonexempt and the WIN 
sponsor disagrees, register the individual 
and request the IMU to reconsider Its 
determination. The IMU'a response will 
be accepted by the WIN sponsor. If the 
IMU reverses its decision, the WIN spon¬ 
sor shall deregister the individual as 
exempt unless the individual volunteers 
for WIN If the IMU does not respond 
within 30 days of the request, the WIN 
sponsor shall deregister the individual as 
exempt; 

(5) Notify the IMU of any employment 
or other change of status which may 
affect an individual’s AFDC ellgibii ty 
or the amount of the AFDC payment; 
and 

(6) Notify the IMU. within 3 working 
days of the registration, that regisua- 
tion has been completed so that the 
IMU’s completion of the welfare eligibil¬ 
ity determination shall not be delayed 

(7) Provide all registrants, at the time 
of registration, Job market informauon 
and referral to available employment All 
appropriate Job market informauon 
available to the WIN Sponsor, including 
Job Bank, shall be used to provide thh 
Information and facilitate such referrals. 

(b) The needs of any individual who 
fails to register as required under para¬ 
graph (a) of this section shall not be 
taken into account in deterTnlnln* Uu> 
need of the family and the amount of 
assistance, and assistance will be fur¬ 
nished to the eligible members of the 
family; 

(c) Where the WIN sponsor is the 
State public employment service, the 
registration required of unemployed fa¬ 
thers under section 407(b) (2) (d (l> of 
the Act may be completed at the WIN 
office which will fulfill the WIN registra¬ 
tion requirement under section 402ia) 
(19 > (A) of the Act. 

§ 224.22 AppraUal and crtlifiralio" 

<a> The appraisal interview shai. be 
conducted Jointly to the extent pas*, te. 
or sequentially as appropriate, by the 
WIN sponsor and the SAU. When* er 
possible, appraisal shall occur at the time 
of registration. An employability plan 
shall be initiated by the WIN sponsor uiid 
the SAU at the appraisal interview for 
each registrant who Is found suitable u r 
participation in the WIN program. Tne 
decision to refer an individual to em¬ 
ployment or to a work or training com¬ 
ponent rests with the WIN sponsor 
<b> All unemployed fathers shall be 
appraised within 2 weeks of the deti ir - 
mhuition of eligibility for AFDC bene¬ 
fits. and appraisal shall occur prior 
certification. Certification shall be com¬ 
pleted no later than 30 days from uw 
receipt of AFDC benefits. 

<c> Other individuals will be ap¬ 
praised according to the following prior 
ties, taking into account the Individual s 
employment potential: _^„ lr h 

(D Mothers, whether or not requL 
to register, who volunteer; 
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(2) Other mothers, and pregnant 
rromen under 19 years of age, who are 
required to register; 

(3) Dependent children and relatives 
who have attained age 16 and who are 
not in school full-time or engaged In 
work or manpower training; and 

*4) Others. 

fd) The employability plan shall con¬ 
tain a manpower services plan and a sup¬ 
portive services plan, and shall be 
designed to lead to employment and ulti¬ 
mately to self-support. It shall contain a 
definite employment goal, attainable In 
the shortest time period consistent with 
the supportive services needs, project re¬ 
sources, and Job market opportunities. 
Final approval of t he employability plan 
rests with the WIN sponsor. 

( e) The WIN sponsor shall request the 
6AU to certify in writing that the neces¬ 
sary immediate and on-going supportive 
services have been provided or arranged, 
or that no such services arc required for 
those individuals who have been selected 
for participation in a WIN component. 
When certified, the individual shall be 
placed In employment if appropriate 
work that the individual can perform Is 
available. If the individual cannot be im¬ 
mediately placed In employment, he shall 
be placed In intensive manpower services, 
on-the-job training, public service em¬ 
ployment, institutional training, or In 
any other manpower program or activity. 1 

<f> Registrants who find employment 
or are placed by the WIN sponsor may be 
certified and necessary supportive serv¬ 
ices may be provided. 

<g> AFDC grants and social services 
for individuals under the State AFDC 
plan shall hot be denied by reason of the 
individual's referral to a Job to a WIN 
program, or solely by reason of an indi¬ 
vidual's participation therein. 

Subpart D—Supportive and Manpower 
Services and Protective Provisions 

* 22U0 Supportive umicw; State plan 
requirement*. 

A State plan under Part A of title IV 
of the Act must provide that: 

Within the State agency there will 
be separate administrative units which 
will, to the maximum extent possible, 
perform functions only in connection 
with the WIN program; 

( b> The SAU shall be responsible for; 

U Developing, Jointly with the State 
™ sponsor, and approving, a State 
win plan in accordance with section 
433(b) of the Act; 

*2! Developing and supplying social 
wvlces necessary to enable a registrant 
ho Is an AFDC recipient to accept em¬ 
ployment and training for employment. 
Nf'cessary services shall continue for a 
30 days afl * r th* start of un- 
ttJD&idlaed employment and may continue 
* or a maximum of 90 days at the dis¬ 
cretion of the 8AU. 8uch services may be 
provided even after the AFDC grant has 
n discontinued due to employment. 

, ar * em «*gency such services may also 
’ Provided for a period of up to 30 days 

, exublc * registrant to continue exist¬ 
ing employment; 


(3) Participating with the WIN spon¬ 
sor in appntisal and certification and In 
the development of employability plans 
pursuant to f 224.22; 

(4) Certifying In writing to the WIN 
sponsor that the individual is ready for 
WIN manpower services when the WIN 
sponsor requests such certification and 
the supportive services, if any, have been 
provided or arranged for; and 

(6) Providing counseling and other 
services, for a period of up to 60 days, 
to certified Individuals determined* by the 
Secretary of Labor to have refused train¬ 
ing or employment under the WIN pro¬ 
gram without good cause, for the pur¬ 
pose of persuading them to accept ap¬ 
propriate training or employment (see 
If 224.51 and 224.76). Under this require¬ 
ment, once a period of counseling and 
other services has been provided to an in¬ 
dividual, and he has again been found 
by the Secretary of Labor to have refused 
training or employment under WIN with¬ 
out good cause, the agency shall not 
provide another period of counseling and 
other services. 

(c) Supportive services under the WIN 
program shall Include: 

(1) Child care which meets the stand¬ 
ards specified in 45 CFR 228.42. When 
more than one kind of child care is avail¬ 
able. the mother or other caretaker rela¬ 
tive may choose the type, but may not 
refuse to accept child care services If they 
arc available. Such services must be re¬ 
sponsive to breakdowns in prior arrange¬ 
ments in order to case or avoid disrup¬ 
tion of employment or participation in 
manpower services; 

( 2 ) Family planning services; 

(3) Counseling services; 

(4) Employment related medical, re¬ 
medial. and health-related care services 
not included under the State’s Title XIX 
plan or otherwise available; 

(5) Selected vocational rehabilitation 
services, as defined by the Rehabilita¬ 
tion Act of 1973, which cannot otherwise 
be funded by the vocational rehabilita¬ 
tion agency; 

(d) Other supportive services Included 
in the State WIN plan may be provided if 
they are necessary to enable registrants 
to accept employment or receive man¬ 
power training. 

(e) Supportive services may be pro¬ 
vided for up to two weeks to a registrant 
between participation in WIN com¬ 
ponents or between participation in a 
component and the start of employment 
in order to avoid interruption of the em¬ 
ployability process. 


§ 224.32 Pay and allowance* for WIN 
registrant*. 

<a» An individual assigned to & WIN 
institutional or work experience training 
component. Including the intensive man¬ 
power services component, in which no 
salary is paid, shall receive an allowance 
for necessary training related expenses. 
He shall also receive incentive payments 
at a rate not to exceed $30 a month pro¬ 
vided he meets the requirements of the 
component relative to hours of participa¬ 
tion. 

<b> Individuals placed in employment, 
OJT, or PSE shall be authorized training 
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related expenses for not in excess of two 
WIN pay periods; or until they receive 
their first full paycheck or the cash from 
a grant adjustment reflecting new work 
related expenses, whichever occurs first 
(c) Reasonable subsistance allowance, 
in addition to a train!ng-related expense 
payment, shall be paid to individuals for 
separate maintenance when in training 
facilities beyond daily commuting dis¬ 
tance from their homes for each cal¬ 
endar day within the training payment 
period during which they are participat¬ 
ing in such training and are residing 
away from home. 

<d> An Individual shall be paid trans¬ 
portation allowance to a training facility 
located beyond commuting distance for 
the cost of his initial trip to the training 
facility and for hfc final trip home at 
the completion or other termination of 
such training. 

(e> Individuals may be paid allow¬ 
ances for nonrecurring expenses as au¬ 
thorized by the Secretary of Labor. 

(f) WIN sponsor offices may establish 
petty cash funds or another acceptable 
method to meet needs for cash for allow¬ 
able expenditures for all registrants 
<g> Registered recipients referred to 
employment may receive an allowance 
for necessary expenses. 

§ 224>33 Relocation ns«i«tnnrc. 

The Secretary of Labor may assist 
certified individuals to relocate their 
place of residence when he determines 
such relocation is necessary in order to 
enable them to become permanently em¬ 
ployed and self-supporting. Such assist¬ 
ance shall be given only to individuals 
who concur in the relocation and who 
have received a bona fide Job offer at 
their place of relocation at wage rates 
which will meet at least their full need 
os determined by the State to which 
they will be relocated. Assistance under 
this section shall not exceed the reason¬ 
able costa of transportation for such In¬ 
dividuals. their dependents, and their 
household belongings, plus such reloca¬ 
tion allowance as the Secretary of Labor 
determines to be reasonable. 

§ 224.34 Appropriate work and training 
criteria. 


<a> Certified registrants shall accept 
assignment to employment or WIN train¬ 
ing as determined appropriate by the 
WIN sponsors or face deregistration ac¬ 
tion. The following standards must be 
met before any such individuals can be 
required to accept a work or training as¬ 
signment including PSE and OUT: 

<1> All assignments for those in WIN 
training shall be within the scope of an 
individual's employability plan. This 
plan may be modified to reflect changed 
employment conditions. 

1 2) The Job or training assignment 
must be related to the capability of the 
Individual to perform the task on a 
regular basis. Any claim of adverse effect 
on physical or mental health shall be 
based on an adequate medical testimony 
from a physician or licensed or certified 
psychologist indicating that participa¬ 
tion would impair the individual s physi¬ 
cal or mental health. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(3) The total dally commuting time to 
and from home to the work or training 
sit e to which the individual Is assigned 
shall not normally exceed 2 hours, not 
Including the transporting of a child to 
and from a child care facility, unless a 
longer commuting distance and time is 
generally accepted in the community, in 
which case the round trip commuting 
time shall not exceed the generally ac¬ 
cepted community standards. 

( 4 ) When child care is required it 
must meet the standards specified in 
45 CFR 228.42 and must be available 
during the hours the individual is en¬ 
gaged in a WIN component or manpower 
activity plus any additional necessary 
commuting time. 

(5) The work or training site to which 
the individual is assigned must not be 
in violation of applicable federal. State 
and local health and safety standards. 

<6> Assignments shall not be made 
which are discriminatory in terms of age. 
sex. race, creed, color, or national origin. 

(7) The individual shall not be re¬ 
ferred to work or training unless sup¬ 
portive and manpower services necessary 
for participation are available, even in 
cases where the State WIN plan does not 
specifically provide for the needed serv ¬ 
ices. The cessation or withdrawal of such 
necessary services while the individual is 
in a WIN component shall constitute 
good cause for refusal to participate. 

(b) The determination of “appropriate 
work" shall be made at the local project 
level. The following criteria shall be ap¬ 
plied in addition to the above, in deter¬ 
mining “appropriate work": 

(J) Appropriate work may be tempo¬ 
rary. permanent, full-time, part-time or 
seasonal work if such work meets the 
other work standards of this section 

(2) When an income disregard is 
available, the wage shall meet or ex¬ 
ceed the Federal or State minimum wage 
law, whichever is applicable, or if such 
laws are not applicable, the wage shall 
not be substantially less favorable than 
the wage normally paid for similar work 
In that labor market but in no event 
shall It be less than three-fourths of 
the minimum wage rate set forth in 
section 6(a) (1) of the Fair Labor Stand¬ 
ards Act. 

(3) When, as a result of becoming 
employed, no Income disregard is avail¬ 
able to the individual, the wage, less 
mandatory payroll deductions and a 
reasonable allowance for necessary em¬ 
ployment related expenses, shall provide 
an income equal to or exceeding the 
family's AFDC cash benefit. The wage 
shall in no case be less than that re¬ 
quired by any applicable minimum wage 
law. 

(4) The dally hours of work and the 
weekly hours of work shall not exceed 
those customary to the occupation; and 

(5) No individual shall be required 
to accept employment if— 

(i) The position offered Is vacant due 
to a strike, lockout, or other bona fide 
labor dispute; 

Oi) The individual would be required 
to work for an employer contrary to the 
conditions of his existing membership in 


the union governing that occupation. 
However, employment not governed by 
the rules of a union in which he has 
membership may be deemed appropriate. 

(iii) The job offered would interrupt 
a program in progress under an ap¬ 
proved employability plan leading to self- 
support or to the resumption of his reg¬ 
ular Job within a short period of time. 
This does not. however, preclude tem¬ 
porary employment during the interval 
prior to hLs rc-employmcnt in his reg¬ 
ular Job, 

<c) In addition to meeting the criteria 
in paragraph (a) of this section, for 
training to be appropriate, the quality 
of the training must meet local employ¬ 
ers' requirements so that the individual 
will be in a competitive position within 
the local labor market. The training must 
also be likely to lead to employment 
which will meet the appropriate work 
criteria. 


g 224.3.% Period of participation. 

(ft) The duration of institutional 
training established pursuant to section 
432<b) (2) of the Act shall average no 
more than six months with a maximum 
duration of one year for any individual. 

<b> Participation in the work experi¬ 
ence component shall not exceed 13 weeks 
for any individual. The HOC may, for 
good cause, allow an exception to the 
limitations in paragraph (a) of this 
section. 

g 224.36 Nondiscrimination. 

(a) No person in the United States 
shall, on the grounds of age. race, creed, 
color, sex, or national origin, be excluded 
from participation In, be denied the bene¬ 
fits of, or be subjected to discrimination 
under any program or activity receiving 
Federal financial assistance under these 
regulations. 

(b) Grievances involving discrimina¬ 
tion under paragraph (a) of this section 
shall be processed according to equal op¬ 
portunity provisions established by DOL 
and DHEW and. to the extent applicable, 
in compliance with Title VI of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1064 • 78 Stat. 252) and the 
regulations Issued thereunder. 

Subpart E—The WIN Components and 
Activities 

§224.40 Public Merrier employment 
(PSK). 


(a>. PSE consists of WIN subsidized 
jobs in the public and private nonprofit 
sectors. All PSE Jobs must meet the cri¬ 
teria for appropriate work, established 
by § 224.34, and must be Jobs which would 
not otherwise be performed by regular 
employees. The PSE component provides 
transitional employment intended to 
move individuals from AFDC into unsub- 
sidlzed lobe. 

rt>> All certified registrants for whom 
appropriate unsubsidized employment 
cannot be found are eligible far place¬ 
ment in PSE. 

<c» An eligible employer may be: 

(1) Any unit of State or local govern¬ 
ment; 

(2) Any public agency or institution 
which Ls a State or local government 
subdivision; 


(3) An Indian tribe or combination of 
tribes on a Federal or 8tate reservation; 
or 

(4> Any private nonprofit organize 
tion established to serve a public purpo^ 
<d> For the purpose of AFDC benefit.?. 
PSE participants arc considered to be 
employed. However. P8E participant 
shall not be deregistered from WIN un¬ 
til they complete the scheduled PSE con¬ 
tract period and enter unsub&idized em¬ 
ployment PSE participants are not eligi¬ 
ble to receive cither a WIN incentive pay - 
ment or the 830 plus Mi disregard pro¬ 
vided by section 402(a) (8) of the Act 
(e) Displacement of workers: Individ¬ 
uals shall not be assigned to a PSE Job 
if this will result in the displacenu 
of already employed full-time workers. 

§ 224.41 Intensive manpower *er\ic«r« 
component. 

(a) A State may establish as one work 
experience component an intensive man¬ 
power services component to assist certi¬ 
fied individuals to obtain employment. 
The State WIN sponsor shall devel op 
standards of participation in the inten¬ 
sive manpower services component, tak¬ 
ing into account local conditions, includ¬ 
ing, but not limited to. geographic fac¬ 
tors. availability of public transporta Hon. 
and local labor market character^: 

If the State selects this component, such 
standards of participation shall be in¬ 
cluded in the State WIN plan submitred 
to the RCC. 

(b) The intensive manpower servi ^ 
component shall provide manpower and 
employment services, which may include 
orientation, and must include Job de¬ 
velopment. exposure to labor market in¬ 
formation. Job placement, and job-seek¬ 
ing skills development to assist indiv.d- 
uals in obtaining unsubsidized employ¬ 
ment. 

§221.42 On-the-job-training (OJT). 

(a) OJT is an employment opportune 

which Includes training. Under this com¬ 
ponent. a certified registrant is hired by 
a private or public employer and provided 
training which is subsidized under con¬ 
tract between the employer and the WIN 
sponsor. Employers are encourage*; to 
provide increased supervision and tun¬ 
ing through contracts with the WIN 
sponsor, pursuant to which the >> IN 
sponsor will reimburse the employer for 
the extraordinary costs of such training 
and supervision. 

(b> For the purpose of AFDC benefits 
OJT participants are considered to ** 
employed. However, OJT participant 
shall not be deregistered from WIN until 
they complete the scheduled OJT con¬ 
tract period as they are still an active 
participant in the WIN program durirn: 
such period. 

§224.13 Institutional and othrr 
experience training. 

(a) Institutional training is a com¬ 
ponent involving vocational or otn.r 
classroom training conducted by an in¬ 
structor in a non-worksite setting 

(b) A work experience component 
to provide a clearly defined, 
supervised. assignment with a public o 
private nonprofit employer in which 
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individual has the opportunity to de¬ 
velop basic work habits, to practice skills 
learned In classroom training, and to 
demonstrate skills to a prospective em¬ 
ployer. 

§ 224.14 WIN individual* Mnpcndfd to 
other employment or training pro* 
grams. 

ertifled individuals referred to other 
eligible Federal or State funded employ¬ 
ment or training programs, and meeting 
all the eligibility requirements under 
those programs, shall be temporarily 
su mended from the WIN program. Such 
individuals shall normally be compen¬ 
sated In accordance with and through 
the provisions of those programs. How¬ 
ever when such compensation is not 
available or would be disadvantageous to 
the individual, he may accept regular 
WIN benefits instead. Notwithstanding 
such suspension, necessary supportive 
and manpower services which are not 
provided under the other program, but 
which are necessary to permit the in¬ 
dividual to continue in the program, will 
be provided or arranged for by the SAU 
and the WIN sponsor in accordance with 
the time limits set forth in this Part. 

8 224.45 Nnn-frdcml employer itatii*. 

An individual in a WIN component 
shall not be deemed an employee of the 
Federal Government, and shall not be 
subject to the provisions of laws relat¬ 
ing to Federal employees, including those 
relating to hours of work, rates of com¬ 
pensation, leave, unemployment com¬ 
pensation, and Federal employee bene¬ 
fits. 

Subpart F—Deregistration and Sanctions 
§ 221.30 !>rregi»tration. 

a) All deregistrations shall be per¬ 
formed by the WIN sponsor. 

b> A deregistration Is necessary when 
an individual is held to have refused to 
parU< :pate without good cause; an In¬ 
correct non-exemption determination 
has been made; or an individual becomes 
exempt. Deregistration is also necessary* 
whrn an individual becomes Ineligible 
for AFDC except in the case where he is 
Pfutlclpating in the PSE or OJT compo¬ 
nent or is employed and receiving WIN- 
fumled .supportive services. 

o The welfare agency shall notify 
the WIN sponsor of any change which 
ruJ on AFDC recipient's welfare 

'*■ • v-mpUon status In such a way as 
'o arrant deregistration. 

Except In those cases where the 
win sponsor has been notified that an 
• riX grant has been discontinued for 
r«Aons involving other than WIN pro- 
WIN sponsor shall notify 
■n*‘IMU of all deregistrations. 

A, y WIN registrant, except a 
who Is determined to have 
LnrTl or , rerus «» without good cause to 
f Rp . pralsal: or certified 

“Mirant, except a volunteer, who 
te counseling has been offered, con- 
•;r *° refus e to participate in the 
• program without good cause shall 
^registered from WIN and removed 


from the AFDC grant for failure to 
participate 

(f) Volunteers who withdraw from the 
WIN program shall be deregistered. 

<g) Volunteers who are found to re¬ 
fuse to participate after notice and an 
adverse hearing decision, if a hearing is 
requested, shall be deregistered. 

§ 224.51 Sanction*. 

A State plan under title IV-A of the 
Act shall provide that: 

<a> When a registered recipient has 
been found to have failed or refused 
without good cause to participate in the 
WIN program, the following sanctions 
shall apply: 

(li If such individual Ls a caretaker 
relative receiving AFDC. his needs will 
not be taken Into account in determining 
the family's need for assistance, and as¬ 
sistance in the form of protective or 
vendor payments or of foster care will 
be provided to the remaining members of 
the assistance unit. Under such circum¬ 
stances, the caretaker relative may not 
be tiie protective payee; 

(2) If such individual is the only de¬ 
pendent child in the family, assistance 
for the family will be denied; 

(3) If such individual is one of sev¬ 
eral dependent children in the family, 
assistance for such child will be denied 
and his needs will not be taken into ac¬ 
count In determining the family’s need 
for assistance: 

<b> The sanctions under paragraph 
(a) of this section shall not be applied 
during a period of up to 60 days after 
such adverse decision, provided the 
registrant lias been certified and accepts 
counseling and other necessary services 
aimed at persuading him to participate 
in the WIN program. Meanwhile, where 
the individual is the caretaker relative, 
assistance to his family in the form of 
protective or vendor payments and coun¬ 
seling and other necessary services shall 
be provided by the State welfare agency. 

<c> If an individual registered on a 
voluntary basis, pursuant to i 224.20 of 
this part, discontinues participating In 
the work incentive program he and his 
family are not subject to the sanctions 
under this section. 

<d) In the event a registrant is re¬ 
ferred back to the IMU as having good 
cause for not continuing on a training 
plan or a job, the IMU shall promptly 
restore the assistance payment to the 
individual or make other necessary pay¬ 
ment adjustments. 


sponsor becomes involved In the deter¬ 
mination of a disputed registration, a 
representative of the local WIN sponsor 
shall appear as a party at the hearing. 

§ 224.61 Rul« and procedure*. 

<a> The State WIN plan shall include 
rules and procedures applicable to both 
certified and uncertified registrants, gov¬ 
erning participation, attendance, con¬ 
duct. disputes, notice and opportunity for 
a fair hearing and any State appellate re¬ 
view. 

(b> The plan shall specify that the 
hearing officer shall be an individual who 
was not involved in the original deter¬ 
mination. The plan sliall also designate 
the parties to the hearing. 

§ 224.62 Complaint* and grievance*. 

(a) Initially, written complaints and 
grievances shall be handled informally 
outside of the WIN adjudication system. 
They shall be processed at the local proj¬ 
ect level within the time frame provided 
under |224.61(a>. At that time, an in¬ 
dividual who is not satisfied with the dis¬ 
position of his complaint may initiate a 
formal protest at the local project level 
which then will be processed through 
the formal WIN adjudication system. 
Written records of all disputes arising 
within the WIN program shall be main¬ 
tained by the WIN sponsor. The date ap¬ 
pearing on such records shall be con¬ 
trolling in determining the timeliness of 
subsequent steps in the WIN adjudica¬ 
tion system. 

§ 224.63 Requirement of conciliation 
and notire. 


Subpart G—The WIN Adjudication System 


§ 224.60 Depute* 
regi*t ration*. 


regarding \tl> 


(a> The welfare agency shall provide 
an opportunity for a hearing in the case 
of a disputed registration determination 
in which the AFDC applicant claims that 
he is exempt from WIN by the statutory 
criteria. Such an applicant shall be con¬ 
sidered as exempt until his status Is fin¬ 
ally determined. 

(b i A welfare hearing officer shall con¬ 
duct welfare hearings under this section, 
pursu ant to the procedures prescribed 
In 45 CFR 205.10. Where the local WIN 


(a i All efforts toward conciliatory res¬ 
olution of disputes between the WIN 
sponsor and the registrant must be ex¬ 
hausted prior to the Issuance of a Notice 
of Intended Deregistration. This con¬ 
ciliation effort may continue for a pe¬ 
riod not to exceed 30 days but may be 
terminated sooner at the discretion of 
the WIN sponsor when it is apparent 
that the dispute cannot be reconciled in 
this manner. When the conciliation pe¬ 
riod has terminated, or the dispute re¬ 
mains unresolved after 30 days, the WIN 
sponsor shall mall to the registrant a 
Notice of Intended Deregistration. 

<b> Hie notice shall include: 

(1) A detailed explanation of the rea¬ 
son for the action and the consequence 
of refusal or failure to cooperate in a 
WIN prescribed program without good 
cause; 

(2) Notification of the registrant’s 
right to a hearing If the registrant be¬ 
lieves the proposed action is incorrect* 
provided a written request for a hearing 
is filed as prescribed in i 224.63; 

< 3) Notice that the proposed action will 
be implemented if a hearing request ls 
not received within the prescribed time: 

(4 1 Instructions and required forms 
for requesting a hearing; 

<5) An offer to assist with preparation 
of the hearing request; 

(6) Notice that he may be represented 
at the hearing by counsel or other au¬ 
thorized representative appointed by him 
and that he and his representative will 
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have the opportunity to confront and 
cross-examine opposing witnesses: 

(7) Notice that he will be permitted 
to present material evidence and testi¬ 
mony at the hearing that is not already 
in the record. 

(c) When written notification is mailed 
to the individual, the WIN sponsor shall 
also inform him of the Intended action 
personally or by telephone, if possible. 

(d) The requirements of this section do 
not apply to an individual who: 

<1) Has successfully entered employ¬ 
ment and is regularly employed: 
t2) Is deregistered as exempt: or 

(3) Is deregistered as a result of be¬ 
coming ineligible for welfare. 

§ 224.64 Request for hearing. 

(a) An Individual who believes the in¬ 
tended action is incorrect may request a 
hearing before a hearing officer within 
10 days after mailing of Notice of In¬ 
tended Deregistration. The request for 
a hearing may be made either orally or 
In writing by the individual or his au¬ 
thorized representative to the WIN 
sponsor. Where the request 13 oral, the 
WIN sponsor shall prepare the required 
forms on behalf of the individual and 
obtain the individual’s signature on the 
forms. 

(b) Hearing procedures shall be made 
available to individuals requesting hear¬ 
ings in advance of such hearings. 

§ 224.65 hftun subject to henring. , 

<a) Under the WIN adjudication sys¬ 
tem a hearing officer will hear and de¬ 
cide WIN program issues arising sub¬ 
sequent to registration by certified and 
uncertified registrants. WIN program is¬ 
sues include failure or refusal to appear 
for appraisal, assignment to a WIN com¬ 
ponent. unresolved WIN grievances, or 
failure or refusal without good cause to 
accept employment or otherwise par¬ 
ticipate in the WIN program. 

(b> After reasonable attempts have 
been made at the local level to resolve 
disputes arising from work, or training 
assignment under WIN. the designated 
activity may be accepted without prej¬ 
udicing the individual’s right to protest 
such assignment Such protest shall be 
handled through the WIN adjudication 
system in the same manner as if the 
registrant had. in fact, refused to par¬ 
ticipate in the WIN program In such 
an instance, a registrant who fails to ac¬ 
cept an adverse decision pursuant to 
| 224.68<a> (5) shall have no further re¬ 
course to a hearing on the issue. 


§ 224.66 Hraring procedure*. 

(a) Upon receipt of a written request 
for a hearing, a Notice of Scheduled 
Hearing shall be mailed to the Individual 
and other parties within 10 days. Such 
notice shall indicate the date, time, and 
place of the hearing, the issues to be con¬ 
sidered. and the hearing procedures that 
will be followed. Hearings shall be sched¬ 
uled no earlier than 10 days, or later than 
30 days, following the mailing of the 
hearing notice. 
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(b) The hearing officer may reschedule 
a hearing upon request of the Individual, 
his representative, or other party. 

(c) An individual or his representative 
may withdraw the request for a hearing 
in writing before the hearing. 

(d) The WIN staff or Its legal repre¬ 
sentative shall have primary responsi¬ 
bility for presenting the case before the 
hearing officer. 

§ 224.67 Conduct of WIN hearings. 

(a> The hearing officer shall: 

(l) Regulate the course of the hearing; 
<2) Issue subpoenas authorized by 
8tate law: 

(3> Assure that all relevant issues are 
considered. Including the timeliness of 
the hearing request: 

<4> Rule on the Introduction of new 
and relevant evidence and testimony; 

(5) Take any other action consistent 
with due process, necessary to insure an 
orderly hearing. 

<b) The testimony at the hearing shall 
be recorded. It shall be transcribed only 
when necessary for review by an appel¬ 
late body. 

(c) The registrant or his representa¬ 
tive, and the designated WIN sponsor 
and SAU shall be afforded the oppor¬ 
tunity to present, examine, and cross- 
examine witnesses. 

<d> The hearing officer may elicit testi¬ 
mony from witnesses, but shall not act 
as advocate for any party. 

(©> The hearing officer shall receive, 
and make part of the record documen¬ 
tary evidence offered by any party and 
accepted at the hearing. Copies thereof 
shall be made available to other inter¬ 
ested parties upon request. 

(f> The case record, or any portion 
thereof, shall be available for inspection 
and copying by any party at, prior to, 
or subsequent to the hearing upon re¬ 
quest. Special procedures may be used 
for disclosure of medical and psycholog¬ 
ical records such as disclosure to a physi¬ 
cian designated by the Individual. 

(g) The hearing officer shall. If feasi¬ 
ble, resolve the dispute by conciliation 
at any time prior to the conclusion of 
the hearing. 

§ 224.68 D*cirion» of the hearing offi¬ 
cer. 

(a < The hearing officer may rule: 

<1) That the individual has failed to 
appear for appraisal without good cause 
or has failed or refused to participate 
without good cause, and that appropri¬ 
ate deregistration shall be initiated: 

(2) That good cause has been shown 
for failure or refusal to participate and 
the Individual should be retained in the 
program; 

(3) That the request for a hearing is 
dismissed because: 

(1) It was filed untimely witliout good 
cause; 

<il) It lias been withdrawn in writing; 
(Ui) The individual failed to appear 
at the hearing wtthout good cause: or 
Uv) Reasonable cause exists to be¬ 
lieve that the request has been aban¬ 
doned or that repeated requests for 
rescheduling are arbitrary and for the 


purpose of unduly delaying or avoiding 
a hearing, in which case the welfare 
agency may initiate necessary action to 
impose appropriate sanctions; 

(4) That the individual was appropri¬ 
ately or inappropriately assigned; or 

(5) Render such other rulings as are 
appropriate to the issues in question 
However, a hearing officer shall not con¬ 
sider the validity or constitutionality f 
the regulations in this Part or of the Act 

<b> Based on the entire record Includ¬ 
ing any evidence and oral testimony pro¬ 
vided at the hearing the hearing officer 
shall prepare a written decision. Within 
10 working days following the hearing 
a copy of such decision stating his find¬ 
ings and conclusions of law and the rea¬ 
sons therefore, shall be mailed to the 
individual and his authorized representa¬ 
tive, if any, the WIN sponsor, the SAU. 
and the RCC. Instructions for appealing 
an adverse decision or recommendation 
to the appropriate appellate body shall 
be attached to the copy sent to the indi¬ 
vidual and his representative. 

fc) In cases involving novel questions 
of law or policy the hearing officer mfcy. 
within 5 days after Issuing his written 
decision, certify the case for review and 
decision to the State WIN appellate body 
or to the National Review Panel <NRP> 
where the State does not provide for a 
State WIN appellate procedure. 

§ 224.69 Appeal* from hearing officrr’n 
decision. 

<a) Any party who disagrees with the 
hearing officer's decision on the WIN 
Issue may request a review of such deci¬ 
sion by the appropriate State appellate 
body within 10 days following the date 
on which the hearing officer's decision 
is mailed. A request for appellate review 
of the hearing officer’s decision shall not 
stay implementation of the decision 
(b) A State WIN appellate body shall 
consider and decide appeals filed within 
the time period prescribed by paragraph 
(a) of this section. Within 30 days after 
receipt of the request for review It shall 
prepare a written decision either affirm¬ 
ing or reversing the hearing officer s de¬ 
cision or it may remand the case to a 
hearing officer for further evidence The 
decision shall be based on Its review o 
the entire hearing record and any addi¬ 
tional written evidence submitted or ob¬ 
tained in connection with Its considera¬ 
tion of the appeal. However, la no case 
shall new evidence be admitted If u 
brings Into question the validity or con¬ 
stitutionality of the regulations in uus 
Part or of the Act. The decision shah 
.state the findings of fact andconclusK'^ 
of law and the reasons therefore. Cop^ 
of the decision shall be mailed to the In¬ 
dividual. his authorized repre«ntaUve 
if any. the WIN sponsor, the SAU. tne 
RCC. and the NRP. Instructions for ap¬ 
pealing a decision to the NRP an 
rules under which the NRP considers ap¬ 
peals shall be attached to the Individual j 
copy of the decision. 

<c) While reviewing a case, a ets'e 
' WIN appellate body may consider nov 
questions of law or policy or certlf) 
case within 5 days after rendering Us 
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decision to the NRP for review and 
dc vision, . ' 

id) If ft hearing officer's adverse deci¬ 
sion is reversed on appellate review, the 
individual shall be paid such retroactive 
WIN and welfare benefits as may be ap¬ 
plicable and, where appropriate, shall be 
reiistated in the program. 

§ 224.70 National Review Panel (NRP). 

<a> The NRP shall be composed of the 
DOL Chief Administrative Law Judge 
Lind other Administrative Law Judges ap¬ 
pointed pursuant to the Administrative 
Procedure Act requirements and desig¬ 
nated by the Chief Administrative Law 
Judge to serve as members of the panel. 
Tne panel shall be located in Washing¬ 
ton, D.C.. and shall, unless equity re¬ 
quires otherwise, hold its reviews in 
Washington. 

♦ b) The NRP has jurisdiction to— 

»1> Consider appeals where a State 
does not provide for a WIN appellate 
procedure In all cases in which a com¬ 
pelling reason exists, including, but not 
limited to, cases raising novel and or 
substantial issues of law or policy. 

(2) Consider and decide cases wherein, 
in the exercise of its discretion, it has 
accepted certification of the cases to it 
by the State WIN appellate body, or in 
the absence of a State WIN appellate 
body, by the hearing officer because they 
involve novel questions of law or policy; 

Consider and decide cases which, 
on its own motion, it has requested from 
a State WIN appellate body or. in the 
absence of a State WIN appellate body, 
fmm the hearing officer. 

4> At its discretion, consider and 
decide appeals filed by individuals, the 
WIN sponsor or welfare agencies from 
State WIN appellate body decisions. 

5) Monitor the consistency, legal 
suGiclency, and quality of cases handled 
by the hearing officer and State WIN 
appellate body. 

<6> However, the NRP shall not have 
jurisdiction to examine the issue of either 
the validity or constitutionality of the 
isolations, in this Part or of the Act 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

<b) The request must contain the fol¬ 
lowing: 

<1) A concise statement of the novel 
question of law or policy which is the 
basis for the request to accept certifica¬ 
tion; 

(2) A brief summary of the relevant 
facts and evidence; 

(3) Pertinent rulings, conclusions, and 
decisions by the hearing officer or the 
WIN appellate body, as the case may be: 
and 

(4) All reasons and arguments in sup¬ 
port of the request. Including citation of 
applicable laws and case decisions A 
copy of any written decisions by the 
hearing officer or WIN appellate body 
must be attached to the request. 

(c) A request for the NRP to accept 
certification shall be filed as follows* 

(1) By the 8tate WIN appellate body 
within 5 days following issuance of its 
written decision; 

(2) In the absence of a 8tate WIN 
appellate body, by the hearing officer 
within 5 days after Issuance of his writ¬ 
ten decision ; 

(d> The party filing a request to the 
NRP to except certification of a case 
shall file the request with the NRP u 8. 
Department of Labor, Washington, D.C. 
20036, and simultaneously mail copies 
to every other party including the State 
agency administering hearings. 

(e) Any party who wishes to respond 
to the request or to comment thereon 
may file a response with the NRP in sup¬ 
port of or in opposition to the request 
within 10 days following the date of mail¬ 
ing of a request that the NRP accept 
certification. A copy of the response shall 
be mailed to all parties to the proceeding, 
including the State agency administer¬ 
ing hearings. 
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late body or hearing officer, whichever 
15 appropriate, shall prepare and include 
toe documents transmitted 
and shall mail a copy of such index to 
every party. 

§ 22*4.75 Oiri5>idrralion by and cirri* ion* 
of the NRP. 


S 221.73 HrqucftU by NRP for certifi¬ 
cation. 


§ 224.71 \ppcjt!§ to the NRP. 

a Appeals to the NRP may be filed 
bv any party. Such appeals shall be 
mailed within 10 days of the date of 
to*' written decision from which the 
appeal is taken. 

The appeal shall be in writing, 
mall identify reasons in support of the 
appeal, and be addressed to the NRP. 
no ice of the appeal and. where possible. 

of the appeal shall be sent by the 
NRP to all parties. 

4 e> Any party to the proceeding may 
^ pond to the appeal or comment in 
support of or in opposition to the appeal. 
ine mbmlttlng party shall mail its re- 
NRP wlthln 10 after 
m date of mailing of the notification 
an appeal has been filed. 

$ 224.72 Rcquetl for NRP to arrepi 
< •*rl»l,cation*. 

... State WIN appellate body. or. 

bdv of a State WIN appellate 

Q1 'J; h^tog officer may file a re- 

uU caf at **** acccpt certification 


(a) Requests by NRP for certification 
of a case to It shall be made in writing 
no later than 30 days after receipt by the 
NRP of a written decision by the State 
WIN appellate body or the hearing of¬ 
ficer. Copies of the request shall be 
mailed to all parties. 

(b) In all cases, any party may file 
briefs in support of its position. The 
NRP may request briefs from the parties 

(c> Briefs shall be filed within 30 days 
from the date mailing of the request that 
a case be certified. In cases where the 
NRP requests briefs, a different time limit 
may beset 

§ 224.74 Certification of the record. 

Upon receipt of written notice from 
the NRP that an appeal has been filed, 
that it has accepted certification of a 
case, or that it has requested certifica¬ 
tion of a case, the State WIN appellate 
body or the hearing officer, whichever Is 
applicable, within 30 days of mailing of 
the notification, shall certify and file 
with the NRP the record of the hearing 
including the transcript of the hearing, 
a copy of the hearing officer’s decision; 
where appropriate, a copy of the decision 
of the State appellate body; and. any 
other papers and documents relevant to 
the proceedings. The State WIN appel- 


<a> In considering appeals before it* 
to* NRP may sit in panels of three mem¬ 
bers. The DOL Chief Administrative Law- 
Judge may designate any Administrative 
Law Judge employed by DOL to review 
or hear a particular case and to submit 
his findings and recommendation to the 
NRP or any duly designated panel 
thereof. 

(b) In considering appeals before it, 
the NRP. a duly designated panel thereof, 
or the designated Administrative Law 
Judge may request the parties to submit 
additional written statements of position, 
hear oral argument or hold additional 
hearings where necessary 

<c> <1) Any party may make applica¬ 
tion in writing for a hearing or oral 
presentation. Such application shall set 
forth the reasons in support thereof and 
be made within 10 days after: 

<1) Mailing of notification of the filing 
of an appeal from the decision of a hear¬ 
ing officer where the State does not pro¬ 
vide for an appellate body; or 
(U) Mailing of notification that the 
NRP at its discretion has accepted an 
appeal from the decision of a State WIN 
appellate body; or 

(ill) Mailing of notification that the 
NRP has accepted certification of a case 
whether at it* request or upon the ap¬ 
plication of a State WIN appellate body 
or hearing officer. 

(2) If a hearing or oral argument is 
directed, the notice shall state the date, 
time, place, nature, and purpose of the 
hearing or oral argument Such notice 
shall be mailed to all parties. 

<3> At any hearing or oral argument 
so ordered, the NRP, or the designated 
Administrative Law Judge, may require 
or direct any party or person to appear 
to testify or produce evidence if such 
hearing or argument is deemed neces¬ 
sary. it shall be held at the location of 
the original hearing. 

(4) Any party to the proceeding may 
appear personally or be represented by 
an attorney or agent. 

(5) If a hearing is directed before an 
Administrative Law Judge, the findings 
and recommendations of the Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge to the panel shall be 
mailed to all parties Any party may file 
with the NRP written exceptions and 
briefs In support thereof within 10 day* 
of the mailing of the Administrative Law 
Judge’s findings and recommendations 
and shall at the same time mail copies 
of such exceptions and briefs to all other 
parties. Any exceptions filed shall refer 
to specific findings and recommendations 
of the Administrative Law Judge. 

<d) In all cases which are accepted for 
adjudication by the National Review 
Panel, the NRP shall send a copy of all 
relevant materials to the NCC. Solicitor 
of Labor and Office of General Counsel, 
DHEW, to afford a 30-day period for the 
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submittal of any response deemed ap¬ 
propriate or requests lor oral argument. 

<e> The MRP shall prepare a written 
decision setting forth Its findings, the 
reasons for Its conclusions, and an appro¬ 
priate order. The decision shall be based 
on the record and any additional evi¬ 
dence submitted to or obtained by the 
NRP. The decision may consist of affir¬ 
mation, reversal, remand for further de¬ 
velopment of the evidence or other ap- 
propriate action. Copies of the NRR de¬ 
cisions Including notification that the 
NRP has denied a request that It review 
a decision of a State WIN appellate body 
and notification that NRP has accepted 
certification of a case, shall be mailed to 
all parties and such other persons as 
may be appropriate. 


§ 221.76 SUty-da> eounM-ling P<7»o<! 
<tml reinstatement of certified indi¬ 
vidual*. 


(a> WIN benefits under Part C of title 
IV of the Act (not AFDC benefits) shall 
cease and the 60-day counseling period 
by the SAU shall commence to run on the 
fifth business day following: 

(1) The expiration of the prescribed 
time period for filing a request for a 
hearing on a proposed deregistration 
from WIN. or the date on which the re¬ 
quest for such hearing is dismissed; or 
(2> The date of the hearing officer's 
decision that the disputant has refused 
or failed to accept employment or other¬ 
wise participate in the WIN program 
without good cause; or 

(3) A decision rendered by the State 
appellate body or the NRP which re¬ 


verses a decision favorable to a WIN 
registrant 

(b) The IMU will be notified immedi¬ 
ately by the WIN sponsor of all of the 
foregoing actions. 

<c) Counseling shall be provided by 
the SAU for a period of up to 60-days, to 
those certified registrants who have been 
determined by the Secretary of Labor to 
have refused to participate in the WIN 
program without good cause for the pur¬ 
pose of persuading them to participate 
in WIN. Such counseling may be ter¬ 
minated at any time during this period 
at the discretion of the SAU when it be¬ 
comes apparent that the counseling ef¬ 
forts are proving unsuccessful. Once a 
period of counseling and other services 
has been provided to an individual, and 
he has again been found by the Secre¬ 
tary of Labor to have refused training or 
employment under WIN without good 
cause, the SAU shall not provide another 
period of counseling and other services. 

(d j The 60-day counseling period shall 
not be provided to uncertified registrants. 

<e) A certified registrant who falls 
without good cause to appear for two or 
more scheduled counseling meetings shall 
be considered to have terminated the 
counseling. 

(f > Certified registrants who complete 
the 60-day counseling may be reaccepted 
into WIN only with the concurrence of 
the SAU. 

§ 22*1.77 Subsequent WIN registration 
by deregistered individual*. 

(a ^Individuals who were deregistered 
un the basis of a “without good cause** 


determination may. upon application, 
again rdfclster for WIN. provided 90 day? 
have elapsed since their deregistration 
and they have given evidence to the WIN 
project staff of willingness to participate 
If he is subsequently deregistered follow¬ 
ing a “without good cause finding*’ ho 
shall not be registered or reaccepted in 
the WIN program unless satisfactory evi¬ 
dence is given of willingness to partici¬ 
pate and 6 months have elapsed since the 
effective date of the latest deregistrati 
(b) An individual who has been reac¬ 
cepted into the WIN program after such 
deregistration shall have the same rights 
as on individual who registers for the 
first time. . 

<c) Reacceptance into the WIN pro¬ 
gram may be denied where the termina¬ 
tion action was the result of the individ¬ 
ual’s disruptive behavior or of criminal 
or other activities which presented a hiur- 
ard to the staff or others. 

Effective Date: These regulations shall 
be effective March 16. 1976. or earlier at 
the option of the State. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic AielsUr.ee No* 
13.764. Public Assistance—Social Bervk** and 
13.761. Public Aasistanoe—Maintenance As¬ 
sistance (State Aid)) 

Dated: September 3. 1975. 

David Mathews. 

Secretary of Health , Education, 
and Welfare 


John T. Dunlop. 

Secretary ol Labor. 

(FR Doc.75-24753 Filed 9-17-75:8:45 am| 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
(FRL 428-2) 

IMPLEMENTATION OF PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 
Notice of Systems of Records 


Pursuant to the Privacy Act of 1974, 5 U.S.C. 552a (PL- 93-579, 
88 SUL 1896), notke is hereby given of the following existence and 
character of systems of records maintained by the Environmental 
Protection Agency. Any individual who believes that this Agency 
maintains a record about him or her may request to inspect such 
record, if available, and to correct or amend it if necessary. Com¬ 
ments and views regarding these systems of records may be filed 
with the Agency on or before September 17, 1975. Such comments 
should be addressed to Director, Management and Organisation 
Division, Director, PM-213 Environmental Protection Agency. 
Washington. D C., 20460. 

Dated: September 5. 1975 


John Quarles 

Acting Administrator . Environmented Protection Agency 


PREFATORY STATEMENT OF GENERAL ROUTINE USES 
The following routine uses apply to and arc incorporated by 
reference into each system of records set forth below: 

l In the event that a record within this system of records main¬ 
tained by the Environmental Protection Agency indicates a vio a- 
tion or potential violation of law, whether civil, criminal or regula¬ 
tory in nature, and whether arising by general statute or particular 
program pursuant thereto, the relevant records in the system or 
records may be referred to the appropriate agency, whether 
Federal. State, local or foreign, charged with the responsibility of 
investigating or prosecuting such violation or charged with enforc¬ 
ing or implementing the sUtute. or rule, regulation or order issued 

pursuant thereto. . . „ , 

2. A record from this system of records may be disclosed to a 
Federal. State, or local agency maintaining civil, criminal, or other 
relevant enforcement information or other pertinent information, u 
necessary to obtain information relevant to an Agency decision 
concerning the hiring or retention of an employee, the issuance of a 
security clearance, the letting of a contract, or the issuance of a 
license, grant, or other benefit. , , . , _ ^ 

3 A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a 
routine use, to a Federal agency, in response »o its request, m con¬ 
nection with the hiring or retention of an employee, the issuance of 
a security clearance. the reporting of an investigation of an em¬ 
ployee, the letting of a contract, or the issuance of a license, pant, 
or other benefit by the requesting agency, to the extent that the in¬ 
formation is relevant and necessary to the requesting agency s deci¬ 
sion on the matter. . » , , M . 

4. A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a 
routine use, in the course of presenting evidence to a court, magis¬ 
trate or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing 
counsel in the course of settlement negotiations. 

5 A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a 
routine use. to a Member of Congress submitting a request involv¬ 
ing an individual when the Member of Congress informs the 
System Manager that the individual to whom the record pertains * 
has authorized the Member of Congress to have access to the 
record. 

EPA—l 

SvMtm name: Payroll System (Departmental Integrated Payroll 
System; Payroll Accounting Master File; and Detail History 
File)- EPA „ 

System location: U.S Geological Survey Computer Facd.ty. 
Rcston. Virginia. 20244. HSMA Computer FacUity. DHEW JPjr- 
Ua«n Bldg.. Rockville. Maryland. 20203; Financial Management 
Division. F.PA 401 M Street. S.W , Washington. D C. 204*0 
Categories of individual, covered by the system: EPA employees 
Categories of retold* In the system: Salary and related payroll 
cost data and reports. 

Authorlt) for maintenance of the system: 5 U.S.C. 301; 44 U.S.C. 
3301- Title 6, GAO Policy and Procedures Manual, pursuant to 31 
U.S C. 66(a) and sections of 112(a) and 113 of Budget and Account- 
uig Procedures Act of 1950. 


Routine uses of records maintained in the system, including catego¬ 
ries of users and the purposes of such uses: To conduct all necessary 
and appropriate intra-agency payroll activities. To furnish inform:, 
tion U. S. Treasury requires to issue paychecks and distribute pay 
according to employees* directions. To report tax withholding to 
IRS and appropriate State and local taxing authorities; FICA 
deductions to SSA; dues deductions to labor unions; withholding! 
for health and life insurance to insurance carriers and U.S. C S C ; 
charity contribution deductions to agents of charitable 'institution*, 
annual W-2 statements to taxing authorities and the individual Also 
see routine use paragraphs in Prefatory Statement. 

Policies and practices foe storing, retrieving, accessing, retaining, 
and disposing of records in the system: 

Storage: Computer records maintained on tape, others on paper 

Rctrievmbility: Name and employee number. 

Safeguards: Paper records in locked metal file cabinets and auto¬ 
mated filing banks within locked room. 

Retention and disposal: Retained and disposed of according 10 
(proposed) EPA Records Control Schedules. Appendix B, Records 
Management Manual. 

System manager**) and address: Chief. Payroll Accounts Office. 
EPA. 401 M St., S.W.. Washington. D. C. 20460. 

Notification procedure: Inquiries may be addressed to System 
Manager. 

Record accew procedures: Requests should be addresseJ to 
System Manager. 

Contesting record procedures: Requests should be addressed lo 
System Manager. 

Record source categories: Individuals, supervisors, timekeeper*, 
official personnel records, IRS. 


EPA—2 

System name: General Personnel Records—EPA 

System location: (a) Personnel Management Division. EPA 401 M 
St.. S.W., Washington. D. C. 20460. 

(b) EPA. Rm. 2211, John F. Kennedy Federal Bldg . Boston MA 

°7c) 3 EPA. Rm 1032. 26 Federal Plaza, New York. NY 1000? 

(d) EPA, Curtis Bldg.. 6lh and Walnut Sts.. Phtia.. PA, 19106 

(e) EPA, Suite 300, 1421 Peachtree St., N.E., Atlanta. GA, WW 

<0 EPA. 230 S. Dearborn, Chicago. IL, 60604 

<g) EPA, 1600 Patterson St, Suite 1100, Dallas. TX. 7520. 

(h) EPA. 1735 Baltimore Avc., Kansas City. MO 64108 

(i) EPA. Lincoln Tower Bldg., I860 Lincoln St. Denver CO. 

80 ^EPA. 100 California SL. San Francisco. CA. 94111 

(k) EPA. 1200 Sixth St. Seattle. WA, 98101 

(l) EPA laboratory, P.O. Box 15027, LasYegas. NV. 89114 

(m) EPA Laboratory. 5555 Ridge Avc . Cincinnati. OH, 45268 

(n) EPA. Research Triangle Park, NC 27711 . 

(o) EPA. Office of Mobile Source Air Pollution Control. ^65 
Plymouth Rd., Ann Arbor, Ml, 48105 

Categories of individual* covered by the system: Employee* of 
EPA and applicants for EPA employment 

Categories of records in the system: Nonpermanent personnel 
records not required to be maintained by the CSC. 

Authority for maintenance ol the system: 5 U.S.C- 301, unplc 
mented by 5 CFR Parts 293 and 297. 

Routine uses ol records maintained in the system, including 
rics ol users and the purposes of such uses; These WConfc and « 
information in the records are used to cany out authorized per 
ncl programs. Routine uses include: Review of employment hnu 
rics of employees and applicants. Identification of high potento 
employees designated under the Agency executive develop® 6 4 
program. Review of developmental needs of high P0l cnlwl 
ployees and current managers GS-15 and above Review of sta 
of employees participating in special counseling or developmc > 
programs Identification of candidates for )ob vacancies 

The records system may include files covering «Bfl>loy«* ***' 
tions. individual development plans for high potential employ . 
individual development plans for cunent managers Oh-i3 j 
above. ACCENT program. Academic Career Advance^nl p 
gram, counseling program*, exit interview*, and volunuo *^ 
tion*. All of the above file* are not maintained at 
tcrs/ficld location. Also sec routine use paragraphs of rrci 
Statement. 
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Prides and practices for storing, retrieving, accessing, retaining, 
and disposing ©f records in the system: 

sturage: These records are maintained in Hie folders and 
generally, in locked cabinets 

vtrio ability: Indexed by name. 

guards: Access to and use of is limited to those persons 
whose official duties require such access 

Kr (ration and disposal: Records of employees arc kept manually 
md arc generally maintained until the individual terminates his em¬ 
ployment with EPA. Records of applicants are kept manually and 
arc destroyed or returned after one year. 

System ntanagrrfs) and address: For records at location 

(** Wrector, Personnel Management Division, (address as given in 
Syytcmi location above). For records located at (b) to 

(oi Personnel Officers (address as given in Systems location 

above). 

n (ideation procedure: Inquiries may be addressed to System 

M.mugcr. 

Record access procedures: Requests should be addressed to 
System Manager. 

Contesting record procedures: Requests should be addressed to 

System Manager. 

Record source categories: Information in this system comes from 
Uk . iJividuai to whom it applies or is derived from information 
provided by Agency officials. 


EPA—3 

Sutrm name: Health Unit and Stress Lab Medical Records—EPA 
SxMttm location: EPA Health Unit. Room 3228. WSM, and EPA 

D r (-04*0 m 29,5 ‘ WSM ' 401 M Wl * S W ’ Wash,n « !on - 
( aicgories of Individuals covered by the system: EPA employees, 
cor tract employees, and EPA visitors requiring or requesting medi¬ 
cal attention and full-time EPA employees participating in Stress 

Lah- 

•tegories of records In the system: Medical histories und treat¬ 
ment records. 

Authority tor maintenance o( the system: OMB Circular No A-78 
EPA Contract for Health Care. 

Routine uses of records maintained in the system, including catego¬ 
ries of users and Ihe purposes of such uses: To document single in¬ 
cidence* of walk-in patients, symptoms and treatment, and to roain- 
Um a continuing history file on each patient To document the 
ticjiment of those patients requiring the recurring administration of 
oilergv shots and other shots, such as travel immunizations To 
document physicals, complete with histories and lab reports, of 
500 employees so examined annually. (Physicals limited to 
those (n grades 14 and above and those over age 40 in grades II. 

13 > To document requested screenings of patient* for vari¬ 
ous incises and conditions through the use of diagnostic tools and 
♦ * j rc * crra * °* P a h cn *s to private doctors for treatment, as 
uwi.atcd. To evaluate cardiac status of exercise program partici¬ 
pant* and the individual desirability of such a program. To detail 
1 r pa,lcnl and personnel specifics and exercise treatment program. 

' *ers ol the system arc restricted to contracted health personnel, 
Pwnti, and. upon patient approval, to the patient's private doctor 
vcc r °utine use paragraphs in Prefatory Statement. 

PolWe* and practices lor storing, retrieving, accessing, retaining, 
«<l a.spodng of records in the system: 

Sionge: The records, primarily handwritten or typed cards, 
lormi, files, and EKG graphs, are stored in locked file cabinets 
Rrtrtevablllty: Indexed by name. 

v»f»Ku,rd,: Access to and use of system is limited to Health Unit 
_ . • *? s \ personnel, patients, and, upon patient approval, the 

rrufmis*. < * oclor - A, | niatcrials are under lock and key. (Records 
rruungto^pnycb^ 1 ^ matters may not be made available to a pa- 
unoLV . deems it imprudent, but may be released 

patient approval to the patient's designated physician.) 

Ritmtion and disposal: Records maintained until employee leaves 
w , n cm Ployce may take permanent possession of same. 
Ecrsonn^| 0 rSrr^ eC / n0< x la , kc P° Si€w » on . waled records are sent to 
up . « for lndu *‘ on in official personnel folder, which is 

fc Vni . R words Center in St. Louis for retention or to new 
* cue rat employer, as appropriate. 


System monageris) and address: Assistant Director for Opera¬ 
tions. Personnel Management Division, EPA 401 M St S W 
Washington, D. C. 20460. 

Notification procedure: Inquiries may be addressed to System 
Manager 

Record access procedures: Requests should be addressed to 
System Manager. 

(*on testing record procedures: Requests should be addressed to 
Systems Manager 

Record source categories: Patients, patient's doctors, on approval 
of patient, accident/mcidcncc of illness witnesses, family members 
of patients, and past Federal employer medical records. 


EPA—4 

System name: Inspection Branch Reports— KPA 

System location: Security and Inspection Division, EPA 401 M 
St., S.W., Washington, D. C. 20460. 

Categories of individuals covered b> the system: EPA employees, 
or persons or firms under contract to EPA or receiving grants from 
fcFA, suspected of having committed illegal or unethical acts. 

Categories ol records in the system: Contains investigative case 
flic of any person or firm suspected of having committed illegal or 
unethical acts. 


Authority for maintenance of the system: Title 28. U.S. Code Sec¬ 
tion 535(b). and EPA Order 3120.1. dated September 8. 1971. 

Routine uses of records maintained in the system, including catego¬ 
ries of users and Che purposes of such uses: Records reviewed and 
cases investigated within EPA for illegal or unethical acts Also see 
routine use paragraphs of Prefatory Statement. 


rouoes ana practices tor storing, retrieving, accessing, retaining, 
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and disposing of records in the system: 
Storage: In individual case files 


Retrievabilrty: Indexed by name or type of violation 

Safeguards: Records are maintained in a vault room secured by a 
Class 6 manipulation proof three-way combination lock on the vault 
door, an ultrasonic space alarm, and contact points on the door 

Retention and disposal: Held 10 years after investigation is 
completed and then destroyed by fire. 

System manager!'*) «"»<* address: Chief. Inspection Branch. Securi- 
<* 2tMA0 nXPeCt, ° O D,V '’ 1 ' 00, EPA 401 M St ~ S.W.. Washington. D. 


Notification procedure: Inquiries may be addressed to system 
manager. 

Record access procedures: Requests should be addressed to 
system manager. 


Contesting record procedures: Requests should be addressed to 
system manager. 


Kecora source categories: Individual on whom the record is main¬ 
tained fellow workers, acquaintances, concerned citizens, phone 
calls, letters, law enforcement agencies. 


EPA-5 


System name: Personnel Security File System—EPA 

System location: Security and Inspection Division. EPA, 401 M 
St. S.W., Washington. D C. 20460. 


Categories of individuals covered by the system: EPA employees 
and consultants in sensitive and nonsensitive positions and appli¬ 
cants for sensitive positions within EPA 

Categories of record* in ihr system: Fuff field .nvcstigations. na¬ 
tional agency check, and inquiries from prior employer,, credit 
check,, and focal police check, on the individual and any other 
check, necessary to further develop questionable Mutability/ \ecuri- 
lytatawtm.. May contain copies of the SF-85. SF-86, and the 
Sr-I7|, furnished by the individual, depending on the sensitivity of 
the position the individual occupies or will occupy. 


.sumorii) ior maintenance of the system: E.O 10450 E O I165*> 
and Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 

Routine uses of records maintained in the system, including calego- 
P“ rpos “ 01 ,Ufh Information used with 
fe.O. 11652. E.O. 10450. Civil Service Kegulation,. and the Federal 
Personnel Manual to issue a security clearance and/or to make 
suitability determination, on hiring or retention of EPA employee. 
Also sec routine use paragraphs of Prefatory Statement 


Policies and practices for storing, retrieving, accessing, retaining, 
and disposing of records In the system: 
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Star**': Paper record* in file folder*. 

RetrtevabllUy: By name. 

Safeguards: When no! in use. within a vault room which ha* a 
three way combination locked door with a contact alarm and an ul¬ 
trasonic alarm system Within the vault room, the file* are al*o 
stored within either a key locked or three-way combmat.on power 
file or security cabinet. Access to this vault room i* limited to EPA 
Security and Inspection Division personnel. 

Retention and dUpoaal: Procedure* require 
after the employee terminates employment with EPA. Upon ter¬ 
mination. the Civil Service Commission mv«ujpU.ve r^orU are 
destroyed by shredding a* i* the remainder of the file unless the 
personnel security file conuins derogatory information. If {£* *'*« 
contains derogatory information, it u forwarded to the Federal 
Record Center for retention for 20 year*. 

System manager!*) and address: Director. Security and Inspection 
Division. EPA. ■SOI M St.. S.W.. Washington. D. C. 20460 

Notification procedure: Inquiries may be addressed to system 
manager. 

Record access procedure*: Direct written requests to the system 
manager The request should include requester’* full name, date 
and place of birth, and social security number and signature to 
preclude erroneous identification. A comparison of the signature ol 
the requester and those in the record will be made to determine 
identity prior to any release. 

Contesting reeord procedures: Requests should be addressed to 
system manager. 

Record source categories: Sources vary, but normally could in¬ 
clude information furnished by the subject, background data 
furnished through investigations by authorized Federal investigato¬ 
ry agencies; local police department checks; former employers 
inquiries; credit inquiries: and educational institution* inquiries. 

Systems exempted from certain provisions of the act: Ihirsuant to 5 
U S C 552atkXl)7(kX2). and (kX5), all information and material in 
the record which meets the criteria of these subsections are or may 
be exempted from the notice, accesi. and contest requirements. 

EPA—6 

System name: Security Computer Program System—EPA 
System location: Security and Inspection Division. EPA. 401 M 
St.. S.W., Washington, D. C. 20460. 

Categories of Individuals covered by the system: Security clearance 
status of EPA employees or consultants and terminated employee* 
who have been processed through the Security and Inspection Divi¬ 
sion. 

Categories of records in the system: Security computer programs 
are a subsystem of the Personnel Computer System. Security data 
is entered into the system as follows: social security number, type 
of investigation requested, position sensitivity, type security 
clearance requested, place of birth, type of clearance granted, date 
of clearance, agency conducting investigation. ERDA clearance, 
date of ERDA clearance and ERDA file number 
clearance information applicable to the individual m his EPA posi¬ 
tion U listed. Other data luted on the Personnel Computer System 
is retrievable under the security computer program^ such •< "». 
date of birth, organization, geographical location, etc., and is 
retrievable through matching of the social security number. 

Authority for maintenance ol the system: E.O. 10450 and E.O. 
11652. 

Routine ures of reeord* maintained In the syriern. Including eat^o- 
ries of users and the purposes of such uses: Internal use t* limited to 
exchanges between EPAoffices requiring clearance da “ P™ 
release of classified information. Records of this system of records 
may be disclosed as ‘routine use' to security representatives of 
Federal. State, or local agencies or to Government contractors per¬ 
forming classified work where security clearance information is 
required) under a statute, or by regulation, rule or order 
suant thereto, to permit EPA employees access to classified na- 
lional security information. 

Policies and practices for storing. retrieving, accessing, retaining, 
and disposing ol records in the system: 

Storage: Disc-pack on line with the computer contractor with a 
backup file stored off line. 

Retrievability: By Security and Inspection Division personnel via 


a low- speed remote terminal utilizing IRS Wilbur computer I in- 
guage and is printed out on a remote printer. Access to security 
computer program is gained by using account names. inil»|s. and 
key words known only to personnel working directly with the 
system. 

Safeguards: Printouts obtained from the system arc stored, when 
not in use. within a vault room which has a three-way combinatt r. 
locked door and an ultrasonic alarm system. Access to the printout 
information is limited to EPA Security and Inspection Division Per 
sonnel. 

Retention and disposal: Clearance information is maintained in an 
active Hie until the employee terminates Subsequent to the em¬ 
ployee’s termination, the clearance information is removed from 
the active file, placed in a terminated file, and maintained for 
archival purposes. 

System manager!s) and address: Director. Security and Inspect,on 
Division. EPA. 401 M St. S.W.. Washington. D. C. 20460 

Notification procedure: Inquiries should be addressed to system 
manager as above. 

Record access procedures: Direct written requests to sy^lcrn 
manager. Request should include subject % full name, dale and 
place of birth, and social security number to preclude erronc.-uv 
identification A comparison of the signature of the requester and 
those of record will be made to determine identity prior to any 
release. 

C ontesting record procedures: Requests should be addressed lo 
the system manager as above. 

Record source categoric*: Sources for this irdormation arc ob 
tamed from the Personnel Security File and the Personnel Com¬ 
puter System maintained on subject. 

EPA—7 

System name: Travel Voucher Folders. Advance Cards, and Payee 
Files- EPA 

System location: Financial Management Division, EPA. 401 M 
St., S.W., Washington, D. C. 20400, 

Categories of Individuals covered by the system: Employees of 
EPA, consultants, and private citizens who travel or perform ser 
sices for EPA. 

Categories ol records in the system: Travel vouchers wilhtemv 
burxahle details for specific trips. Travel advance cards ‘ 

of advances received ard trip expenses applied. Payee files with 
itemized invoices. 

Authority for maintenance o < the system: Travel Expense A* 1 *™: 
menu Act of 1975 (P.L. 94-221; Budget and AcwunUng Act of 
1921; Accounting and Auditing Act of 1950; Federal Claim (ollec 
tion Act of 1966. 

Routine uses of records maintained In the system, including «*****[ 
rics of users and the purpose# of such uses: Subgroups of files arc 
used to determine amounts due an individual for authorized and of 
facial travel for EPA. and conduct other payee-related aciiuies 
Transmittal to U.S. Treasury for payment. Also see routine Jie 
paragraphs of Prefatory Statement. 

Policies and practices for storing, retrieving, accessing, retaialafi 
and disposing of records in the system: 

Storage: Manual 
Retrie>ability: Name 

SftiMuards- Voucher files are kept in locked room Advance 
caitf^n lockable metal file cabinets. Payee files in locked cabinet*. 

Retention and disposal: Retained and disposed of 
(proposed) EPA Records Control Schedules. Appendix B. Record! 
Management Manual. . 

System manager!*) and address: Accountant ln-Chargc. 1-wanvU 
Manaj^-ment Division. EPA. 401 M St.. S.W.. Washington. D C. 
20460 

Notification procedure: Inquiries may be addressed to System 

Record access procedures: Requests should be addressed 
System Manager. 

Contesting record procedures: Requests should be addressed 
System Manager. (of 

Record source categories: Individual, supervisor*, and finance to. 
accounting) office standard references. 
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